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DIGEST OF DECISIONS 


Under the Interstate Commerce Act 
Opinions of the Interstate Commerce Commission and the Courts 
Mr. A. E, Beck, Traffic Manager, the Merchants’ and Manufacturers’ Association of Baltimore, Md., writes: “I 
have found use for your Digest several times within the past week. To me it is invaluable. As 
the boy described the skeleton as “bones with the people off,” so is your Digest, 
“meat, with the superfluous verbiage off.” 
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Complete Reference Work 


PUBLIC UTILITY LAWS 
STATE and INTERSTATE 


bet ween shippers and carriers, is the law. No traffic manager or traffic attorney can afford to be without 

the Interstate Commerce Laws and Statutes of ti. \ several states. The most complete and convenient compil- 
ation of these laws is contained in the book here illus- 
trated, which has been extensively sold to represent- 
ative carriers and prominent shippers. 


Edition Nearly Exhausted 


An Indispensable 
Reference Work 


| 
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Tbe foundation for the study of all questions bearing on rates, and other features of regulation 


The demand for this book has been so extensive 
that only a comparatively small number remain and in 
a few weeks copies can no longer be obtained. This 
represents the last opportunity to get one of these daur- 
able volumes of the Digest of Federal and State Court 
Decisions, the Interstate Commerce Laws and the Laws 
of the Various States regulating carriers and relations 
with shippers. 

This volume of 1,500 pages, in addition to a com- 
plete compilation of State Public Utility Laws and 
Interstate Commerce Laws and the Digest of Court 
Decisions, also contains all forms prescribed for filing 
complaints with the Interstate Commerce Commission. 


One of the remaining volumes, cloth bound, can be 
obtained for $7.50, delivered. Act quickly, as this op- 
portunity will soon pass. 


Send your order now, and you will have the book 
available when needed. 
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“The Case of Cases,” 


as the Pridham rate contention between fiber 

and wood box interests has been called, has 

brought out very clearly two facts: 

1) The carton makers are the only ones who 
have standardized their cases. 

2) No container is really a full-blooded ship- 
ping case until it has been properly sealed. 

For sealing fiber and corrugated cases the 

National Binding Machine Co. has established 

a standard. It has been in practice quite a few 

years. 


Its success is evidenced by the shippers who 
use it, including the largest shippers in the 
country. 


The National Binding Machine Co. realizes 
the vital importance of proper sealing stand- 
ards to carton makers, shippers and railroads 


It has therefore established a free Service 
Bureau, ready to co-operate with anvone inter 
ested in Packing Efficiency. 


Communications will be welcome 
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Express Service to Mexico 


Wells Fargo & Company now affords express service to 


practically all Mexican points by way of steamer from New 


York to Tampico and Vera Cruz—and from hence by 


the interior territories 


Deliveries are now being made in Mexico City 
in nine days from New York. Shipments insured 
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packages are carefully packed in iron-bound safety 
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“EARNING” DEMURRAGE. 


In view of the efforts made last year to induce 
shippers to be less dilatory in their handling of 
freight cars and to do everything in their power to 
help keep the wheels turning, and in consideration 


of the duplication of these efforts, which is 
just now beginning for the present season, 
it is good to know that railway manage- 
ments are not inclined to blame all the delay 


upon shippers. They are willing to take some of 
the responsibility themselves. From several sources 
has been pointed out the equivalent of increase in 
equipment that would come from increasing the 
movement of freight cars only a few miles a day. 
There are a great many ways within the control of 
the railroads themselves by which this can be done. 
Some of them have been pointed out in these col- 
umns, but the whole matter is pretty well summed 
up in a communication recently made to the Rail- 
way Age Gazette by F. M. Lucore, assistant gen- 
eral manager Sunset-Central lines. These are some 
of Mr. Lucore’s suggestions that, so far as his own 
lines are concerned, have been put into active use: 

“We secure written orders from shippers on form 
provided, setting forth the number of empty cars 
required, 

“We place empty cars on definite orders, and keep 
the remainder in stock. In other words, we are 
breaking away from the practice of placing empties 
before they are ordered by the shipper. 

“We take empty cars from stations which have no 
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unfilled written orders, and move them to stations 
which do have such orders. 

“We freely accept cars in interchange from con- 
necting lines. If the cars are tendered to us in bad 
order we repair them. In addition, we advise the 
delivering hme, giving details. This has had the 
effect of causing the inspection of cars to be mate- 
rially tightened up before they are tendered to us. 
Less than three cars in 100 which we receive from 
connections have to be repaired. 

“We urge connecting lines to let us know of each 
car which we tender to them that is either in bad 
order condition or without proper data for forward- 
ing, in order that we may, in turn, prevent a recur- 
rence. 

“We aim to have loaded cars moved through ter- 
minals in the order of their arrival. 

“We examine the records to ascertain 
promptly, on arrival at destination, cars are placed 
where they can be unloaded. This is no small task, 
but it pays. 

“We cease supplying empty cars with which to 
handle shipments destined to consignees who are al- 
ready overstocked with loads which they are unable 
to release. 

“We commend yard clerks, yardmasters, freight 
conductors, local agents, chief dispatchers and others 
for good work performed in car handling. 

“We have sufficient traveling agents to cover 
each operating division, and two inspectors of trans- 
portation to supplement the work done from the 
division and general offices. 

“In conclusion, everybody on the Sunset-Central 
lines, from the president down, is a car man.” 

There is a text for a separate article in the con- 
cluding paragraph; but that will have to wait. 

Another good railroad man, President Ripley of 
the Santa Fe, points out that a car shortage is not 
an annual event. In the past few years it has come 
about every alternate year, and if we accept his con- 
clusions as to the cause, it is almost to be hoped that 
the symptoms this year will be even more pro- 
nounced than last. He says that an occasional 
shortage of cars is an almost world-wide condition, 
and complaints of it are especially rife in countries 
where industry and commerce are expanding and 
railway traffic is increasing rapidly. In other words, 
it is a symptom of prosperity; like smoke in Chi- 
cago. 

However, the evil effects of a car shortage, like 
the smoke nuisance, may be mitigated, if not wholly 
avoided. But it is submitted that the way to do it is 
not by following the plan to which attention is 
called in a circular just issued by the Illinois and 
Iowa Demurrage Bureau. The manager in that 
circular calls attention to the fact that on an in- 


how 





crease of cars handled in the first seven months of 
1913 of 12.20 per cent over the corresponding period 
of 1912, there was an increase of 61.15 per cent in 
cars “earning” demurrage; and an increase in de- 
murrage “earned” of 68.16 per cent. “Earned” is an 
unfortunate word to use in this case. As a matter 


of fact, these cars have all lost money. How much 
depends upon individual circumstances, but it is on 
the most conservative estimate not less than two 
dollars a day, the difference between the amount 
collected and the average earning power of a car. 
LIABILITY OF CARRIERS. 

In view of the hearing upon the matter of uniform 
bill of lading which has been in progress in Wash- 
ington during the early part of the present week, 
covering a reinvestigation of the conditions on backs 
of bill of lading, as affecting limitations on the com- 
mon law liability of common carriers, many of our 
readers will read with interest the thorough ex- 
position of the law upon this subject which is begun 
in another part of the present issue. As the author 
is an attorney who has been deeply interested in this 
subject from the start, it may be presumed that he 
has gathered most of the law which is available 
bearing upon the subject, and although it may also 
be presumed that he has seen more clearly the de- 
cisions upon one side than upon the other, yet a 
reading of this review can hardly fail to furnish valu- 
able information to those who are interested in the 
matter. It should prove particularly valuable, as it 
not only gives the decisions affecting limitations on 
the common law liability of carriers, but also the 
bearing of these decisions on the powers of the Com- 
mission. On account of the length of the article it 
has been found necessary to divide it into two or 
three sections, but as the argument before the Com- 
mission will probably not be set be‘ore December it 
will be possible to cover the whole matter prior to 


that time. 


Plate iron and Steel Tanks in Official Classification. 
—A change in the expression in Docket No. 15, covering 
classifications suggested in plate iron and steel tanks, 
page 149, item 22, present classification, to be considered 
at the meeting set for September 23, has been embodied 
in a circular issued by Official Classification Committee, 
R. N. Collyer, chairman, 143 Liberty street, New York. 


Reports from Topeka, Kan., indicate that the Kansas 
and Missouri state commissions may join in a petition 
to the Interstate Commerce Commission to establish 2- 
cent rates on interstate passenger traffic between points 
in Kansas and Missouri. Oklahoma has acted in the 
same matter by issuing a tentative order requiring all 
inbound and outbound passenger trains to stop at the 
nearest station to the state boundary long enough to 
permit the purchase of tickets. A hearing on the matter 
is set for September 13. 
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LEADERS IN TRAFFIC 


The Men Who Are Solving the Big Prob 
lems—and the Good Work 
They Have Done 





J. M. JOHNSON. 


John Mitchell Johnson, vice-president Missouri Pa 
cific, St. Louis, Iron Mountain & Southern, Denver & 
Rio Grande and Western Pacific railways, was born in 


Cincinnati, May 13, 1845, was educated in public schools 
Cincinnati, to 1860. He enlisted September, 1861, in 
the Seventh Indiana Infantry, and served until close of 


war, May, 1865. Began railroad career as station agent 
Indianapolis, Cincinnati & Lafayette Ry., Franklin, Ind., 
Jan. 1, 1871. He served as general freight and passenger 


agent Cincinnati & Martinsville Ry., which consolidated 
with Indianapolis, Cincinnati & Lafayette, also as travel 
ing auditor, and was in charge local freight traffic to 





J..M. JOHNSON, 
Vice-President D. & R. G. and Western Pacific. 


assistant general freight agent 
Lafayette and Cincinnati, La- 
fayette & Chicago railways. Later he was assistant gen- 
eral freight agent Cincinnati, Indianapolis, St. Louis & 
Chicago. In 1884 he was appointed first assistant gen- 
eral freight agent Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific, then 
general freight agent until March, 1896; freight traffic 
manager, 1896-99; third vice-president to April 1, 1903. 
He became assistant to vice-president Gould Lines, Chi- 
cago, April 1, 1903, to Nov. 1, 1907, and vice-president 
in charge of traffic Missouri Pacific, St. Louis, Iron Moun- 
tain & Southern, Nov. 1, 1907. Jurisdiction was extended, 
with title of vice-president in charge of traffic, Denver 
& Rio Grande and Western Pacific, July 18, 1913. 


1879, when he became 
Indianapolis, Cincinnati & 
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CURRENT TOPICS IN WASHINGTON 


THE TRAFFIC SERVICE NEWS BURFAU. 
Colorado Building, Washington, D. C. 
Unofficial opinion around the 


Commission is that the lines in Offi- 
cial Classification territory are ill- 
advised in bringing to an issue, at 
this time, their application for per- 
mission to increase rates 5 per cent. 
The ill advice consists in pressing 
for a decision at a time when net 
earnings are continuing on the up 
ward grade. 

This opinion is based on the un- 
derstanding that the tariffs formally setting forth the 
increases desired are being prepared for filing within 
a short time. The traffic men who are preparing the 
tariffs, in their discussions with officials and employes 
of the Commission, admit that they are not the ones 
who are doing the urging on the question. Their re- 
marks are taken as indicating that the pressure comes 
from the financiers who issue stocks and bonds. The 
stock and bond market is fearfully dull and has been 
for a long time. The railroads of the territory involved 
have been able to get along without formal borrowing 
on long term bonds, short term notes. being sufficient 
to bridge the gaps between income and necessities. 

To the men of the Commission who look first at 
the business of the carriers whenever there is a sug- 
gestion that new capital is needed, it has been hard to 
get up on the plane occupied by the financiers who have 
been talking about enormous capital requirements. They 
cannot see the necessity for the Lake Shore, for instance, 
with its big earnings, going around praying for more 
capital and paying the price of consolidation with the 
New York Central as a premium for new money, as- 
suming that it is a fact that it needs the new capital 
the financiers testified that it does. ’ 

Of course, the filing of the tariffs will join the issue. 
They will be suspended and then the proof the financiers 
may have that more capital is required will be forth- 
coming. Commissioners Clements and Clark, by their 
questions in the New York Central investigation hear- 
ing, indicated dissent from the proposition that the Lake 
Shore is entitled now to capitalize the earnings that are 
said to have been put into improvements, extensions and 
betterments that should have been charged to capital 
account. 

While the Commission has not been forced at any 
time to take a definite position with regard to such a 
contention, the remarks of individual commissioners have 
indicated that they are inclined to take the position that 
if a road has been allowed to charge such high rates in 
the past that it could meet the need of more capital 
from its earnings, the public should not now be required 
to pay rates on a capitalization of earnings used in that 
way. 

The case might be different if there were a decreas- 
ing tonnage with a falling of earnings, but at present 
the tonnage is great and increasing and the net earnings, 
despite the increase in expenses, are going up instead 
of down. As a mere matter of psychology, delay in 
making the issue would probably be the part of wisdom. 








Representative Kinde’ of Colorado, whose name is 


attached to the decisions in several cases before the - 


Commission, has been obliged to admit that some of 
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his charges against Attorney-General McReynolds in con- 
nection with the latter’s settlement in the Harriman 


merger suit are without good foundation. He made the 
admission after he had talked the matter over with Mr. 
McReynolds. He took the word of the secretary of the 
Anti-Trust League, an organization which does not stand 
highly with well-informed men in Washington, because, 
so far as Washington is concerned, it consists of but 
two men, a general counsel and a secretary, who, while 
before the Mulhall investigating committee, admitted that 
the League kept no books and makes no reports to its 
members, of which the testifying secretary declined to 
produce a list. 

When Mr. Kindel came to Congress he came breathing 
death and destruction to the Commission, claiming that 
it is the instrument of oppression through which the 
carriers in Western Classification territory give the ship- 
pers of that part of the country less than a fair deal, 
chiefly because they have not wiped out the rate adjust- 
ment based on the Mississippi River. 

Since his coming to Washington Mr. Kindel has been 
much around the offices of the Commission, gathering 
data of one kind or another, presumably for further 
attacks on the ground before set forth. There is no use 
denying that officials of the Commission were somewhat 
pleased to note the fact that Mr. Kindel had to admit 
that he had followed poor advisers in his attack upon 
Attorney-General McReynolds. .It is easy to argue that 
when he gets through investigating the facts with regard 
to the Commission he may come to the conclusion that 
he has been no better advised in his attacks upon that 
body than he was in his charges against Mr. McReynolds. 





The refusal of Congress to appropriate $1,500,000 for 
the work of physical valuation is embarrassing the Com- 
mission more than might be inferred from the fact that 
members of the Commission told the appropriation com- 
mittee that not more than $300,000 can be used before 
next spring. The embarrassment arises from the fact 
that until Congress acts there can be no definite knowl- 
edge by the Commission that the plans it has made for 
carrying forward the work meet with the approval of 
the men who control the money. Assurances by Chair- 
man Fitzgerald and other members of the appropriations 
committee are all right as far as they go, but they are 
subject to the query whether when the time comes the 
committee will really make necessary allowances. The 
Commission might go ahead on the feeling that the 
whole sum will be allowed, but its members will not 
be excused if, when the time comes congressmen change 
their minds, leaving the Commission to face an unau- 
thorized deficit. All the plans of the Commission are 
made on the assumption that the money needed will be 
provided. But it has not been provided. If plans are 
executed for a $1,500,000 project when only one-fifth that 
sum has been allowed, the Commissioners run the risk 
of creating a deficit, which would be contrary to a statute 
which provides a fine of $2,500 for the official who cre- 
ates a deficit. None of the Commissioners looks as if he 
felt he could pay such a fine without a groan. Of course, 
nobody has ever been fined under that statute, but there 
it is upon the books ready to grab the official who takes 
the assurances of members of a committee as sufficient 
warrant for creating liabilities which could not be met 
if the colleagues of the congressmen giving the assurance 
changed their minds and did not allow money enough 
to carry on the work under the ambitious plans unoffi- 
cially approved. A. E. H. 
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LIABILITY OF COMMON CARRIERS 


Limitations of Common Law Provisions as 
Affected by the Interstate Commerce Act 


By FRANCIS B. JAMES, Washington, D. C. 





I. 
Nature of a Common Carrier’s Liability at Common Law. 

By the early Germanic common law of the Norman 
Conquest period (believed to be the Anglo-Norman rule) 
all bailee for hire (including innkeepers, pledgees and 
carriers) were absolutely responsible, regardless of neg- 
ligence, for the safety of goods entrusted to them, even 
when lost by theft, In other words, at this early date, 
all bailees for hire were held to the degree of responsi- 
bility now largely confined to common carriers of goods 
and in some Measure to hotel keepers. 

In Woodlife’s Case, Moore (Case No. 650), 462, (s. c. 
Owen 57), decided in 1597, plaintiff delivered merchandise 
to defendant as a factor and not as a carrier. Defendant 
was robbed at sea, not only of the merchandise so de- 
livered to him as a factor, but also his own goods, which 
he pleaded as a defense. Chief Justice Popham ruled 
that this seemed a good plea. Justice Gawdy gave an 
opinion as follows: 

“It is no plea for ga carrier, because he is paid for 
the carriage.” “ 

Southcote’s Case, 4 Coke (Vol. 2, Part 4), 83-b, was 
decided by the Court of King’s Bench in 1600. It ap- 
pears that Southcote delivered goods to one Bennet, not 
a carrier, for safekeeping. One J. S., a servant of Bennet, 
feloniously stole the goods. Bennet set this up as a 
defense. The Court of Queen’s Bench held Bennet liable, 
and that he could only escape liability by proving that 
he had given a special acceptance, or, in other words, 
limited his liability by an express contract. The court, in 
the course of its opinion, said (at p. 84-a.): 

“A ferryman, common innkeeper, or carrier, who 
takes hire, ought to keep the goods in their custody 
safely, and shall not be discharged if they are stolen 
by thieves.” 

The starting point in a clear statement of the modern 
law of common carriers is the opinion of Lord Justice 
Holt in the case of Coggs vs. Bernard, 2 Lord Raymond, 
909, decided by the Court of Queen’s Bench in 1703. The 
remarkable thing about the case is that it did not involve 
a common carrier, but a private carrier. Coggs employed 
Bernard to take several hogsheads of brandy in a cellar 
in D, and to lay them down again in a cellar in Water 
Lane. Bernard negligently staved in the casks and spilt 
a large quantity of brandy. Lord Holt classified bail- 
ments and the different degrees of liability pertaining 
to each. On the subject of a carrier’s liability Lord Holt 
said (at pp. 917-918): 

“As to the fifth sort of bailment, viz., a delivery to 
carry or otherwise manage, for a reward to be paid to 
the bailee, those cases are of two sorts—either a delivery 
to one that exercises a public employment, or a delivery 
to a private person. First, if it be to a person of the 
first sort, and he is to have a reward, he is bound to 
answer for the goods at all events. And this is the case 
of the common carrier, common hoyman, master of a 
ship, etc., which case of a master of a ship was first 
adjudged 26 Car. 2, in the case of Mors vs. Slew. Raym 
220. I Vent. 190, 238. The law charges this person 
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thus intrusted to carry goods against all events b 

acts of God, and of the enemies of the king. For, thoug 

the force be never so great, as if an irresistible number « 

people should rob him, nevertheless he is chargeabl: 
And this is a politic establishment, contrived by the poli 

of the law, for the safety of all persons, the necessit 

of whose affairs oblige them to trust these sorts of pe: 
sons, that they may be safe in their ways of dealing 
for else these carriers might have an opportunity o 
undoing all persons that had any dealings with them 
by combining with thieves, etc., and yet doing it in suc! 
a clandestine manner as would not be possible to be 
discovered. And this is the reason the law is founded 
upon in that point. The second sort are bailees, factors 
and such like. And though a bailee is to have a reward 
for his management, yet he is only to do the best he 
can. And if he be robbed, etc., it is a good account 
And the reason of his being a servant is not the thing; 
for he is at a distance from his master, and acts at 
discretion, receiving rents and selling corn, etc. And 
yet, if he receives his master’s money, and keeps it 
locked up with a reasonable care, he shall not be answer- 
able for it, though it be stolen. But yet this servant 
is not a domestic servant, not under his master’s imme 
diate care. But the true reason of the case is, it would 
be unreasonable to charge him with a trust, farther than 
the nature of the thing puts it in his power to perform it. 
But it is allowed in the other cases, by reason of the 
necessity of the thing. The same law of a factor.” 

That a common carrier is an insurer in the full mean- 
ing of that word, except as against the act of God and 
the public enemy, while so stated by Mr. Justice Yates 
in 1769 in Gibbon vs. Paynton, hereafter discussed, yet 
it was not squarely and finally decided by the courts until 
1785, when the Court of King’s Bench, in Forward vs. 
Pittard, I Term Reports (1 Dunford & East), 27, so ruled. 
The precise question presented in that case had never 
before been presented to an English court of justice. De- 
fendant was a common carrier from London to Shafts- 
burg. On Thursday, Oct. 14, 1784, plaintiff delivered to 
defendant 12 packets of hops, to be carried by him to 
Andover and to be by him forwarded to Shaftsburg by 
his public road wagon, which traveled from London 
through Andover to Shaftsburg. Defendant common car- 
rier housed the hops at its booth. A hundred yards from 
defendant’s booth a fire broke out in a booth belonging 
to a third person. This booth of the third person burned 
with great violence and the fire there raging communi- 
cated itself to defendant’s booth in which he had deposited 
plaintiff’s hops, and plaintiff’s hops were entirely con 
sumed. There was absolutely no negligence of any kind 
upon the part of defendant common carrier, and the fire 
was not started by lightning. Lord Mansfield delivered 
the unanimous opinion of the court (at pp. 33-34) as 
follows: 

“The question is, whether the common carrier is 
liable in this case of fire? It appears from all the cases 
for one hundred years back, that there are events for 
which the carrier is liable independent of his contract. 
By the nature of his contract, he is liable for all due 
care and diligence; and for any negligence he is suable 
on his contract. But there is a further degree of re- 
sponsibility by the custom of the realm, that is, by the 
common law; a carrier is in the nature of an insurer. 
It is laid down that he is liable for every accident, ex- 
cept by the act of God, or the King’s enemies. Now 
what is the act of God? I consider it to mean something 
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in opposition to the act of man; for everything is the 
act of God that happens by His permission; everything, 
by His knowledge. But to prevent litigation, collusion 
and the necessity of going into circumstances impossible 
to be unraveled, the law presumes against the carrier, 
unless he shows it was done by the King’s enemies, or 
by such act as could not happen by the intervention 
of man, as storms, lightning and tempests. 

“If an armed force come to rob the carrier of the 
goods, he is liable; and a reason is given in the books, 
which is a bad one, viz., that he ought to have a suffi- 
cient force to repel it; but that would be impossible 
in some cases, as, for instance, in the riots in the year 
1780. The true reason is, for fear it may give room for 
collusion, that the master may contrive to be robbed on 
purpose, and share the spoil. 

“In this case it does not appear but that the fire 
arose from the act of some man or other. It certainly 
did arise from some act of man; for it is expressly stated 
not to have happened by lightning. The carrier, there- 
fore, in this case is liable, inasmuch as he is liable for 
inevitable accident.” 

il. 
Limiting Liabilities Imposed by Law. 

The same courts which laid down rules of liability 
of bailees, including common carriers, in the same opin- 
ions suggested methods of limiting such liability. Thus, 
in Southcote’s Case, 4 Coke (Vol. 2, Part 4), 83-B, above 
referred to, and decided in the year 1600, the Court of 
King’s Bench said (at p. 84-a): 

“So, if goods are delivered to one to be delivered 
over, it is good policy to provide for himself in such 
special manner, for doubt of being charged by his general 
acceptance, which implies that he takes upon him to 
do it.” 

This was followed in 1648 in Kenrig vs. Eggleston, 
Aleyn, 93. In this last case the shipper delivered a box 
to a country carrier, and the country carrier inquired 
what was in the box. The shipper replied a book and 
tobacco. The country carrier did not specifically inquire 
whether there was money. In fact, the sum of one hun- 
dred pounds in money was also in the box. The box 
arrived at destination minus the money. The shipper 
sued the carrier and recovered for the money less a 
charge of three pounds for carriage, and the court held 
that if the carrier would lessen his liability it must be 
by a special acceptance, or, to use the language of the 
court (at p. 93): “It must come on the carrier’s part to 
make special acceptance.” 

Thus it will be seen that by 1785 it had become 
permanently established that a common carrier was an 
insurer except as against the act of God and the public 
enemy, and as early as 1600 that a bailee in order to 
limit his liability as fixed by law must not accept the 
bailment generally, but must make a special acceptance 
limiting such liability. 

The important principle of limiting liability by special 
acceptance in proportion to compensation for the risk 
assumed was decided by Lord Mansfield, April 17, 1769, 
in the great case of Gibbon vs. Paynton, 4 Burrows, 2298. 

Gibbon vs. Paynton, supra, was an action against a 
Birmingham stage coachman for 100 pounds sent from 
Birmingham to London by his coach and lost. The 
money was hid in hay in an old nail-bag. The stage 
coachman had published notices in the newspapers and 
distributed handbills to the effect that he will not be 
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answerable for money or jewels without notice. [t was 
also notorious that the price of carrying money from 
Birmingham to London was 3 pence in the pound, which 
was greater than the ordinary price of the carriage of 
other goods. The plaintiff was a dealer, but it could 
not be proven that he had actually read the advertise- 
ments or seen the handbills, but a letter of plaintiff 
was produced from which it was manifest that he had 
known by the course of trade that money was not car- 
ried from Birmingham to London at the common and 
ordinary price of carriage of other goods. Lord Mans- 
field, who delivered the opinion of the court, said, among 
other things (at p. 2301): 

“This action is brought against the defendant upon 
the foot of being a common carrier. His warranty and 
insurance is in respect to the reward he is to receive; 
and the reward ought to be proportionable to the 
risque. If he makes a general warranty and insurance 
he will take greater care, use more caution, and be at 
the expense of more guards or other methods of se- 
curity, and therefore he ought, in reason and justice, to 
have a greater reward.” 

Mr. Justice Yates, who delivered a concurring opin- 
ion (at pp. 2301-2302), said: 

“By the general custom of the realm, a common 
carrier insures the goods, at all events; and it is right 
and reasonable that he should do so; but he may make 
a special contract, or he may refuse to contract, in ex- 
traordinary cases, but upon extraordinary terms. And 
certainly, the party undertaking ought to be apprized 
what it is that he undertakes, and then he will, or at 
least may, take proper care. But he ought not to be 
answerable where he is deceived. Here he was deceived; 
the money was hid in an old nail-bag; and it was con- 
cealed form him, that it was money. The plaintiffs’ 
one letter shows that he knew the course of this trade 
and that money was not in that place carried at the 
common ordinary price of carrying other things. And 
if he was apprized of the defendant’s advertisement, that 
might be equivalent to personal communication of the 
carrier’s refusal to be answerable for money not notified 
to him; and this was left to the jury.” 


Hl. 
Public Notice Limiting Common Law Liability. 


In Nicholson vs. Willan, 5 East 507, the Court of 
Kings Bench in 1804 had before it the question whether 
a carrier’s public notice known to the shipper limiting 
the common law liability of such common carrier, con- 
stituted a special acceptance limiting the common law 
liability. Lord Ellenborough held that it did, and in the 
course of his opinion said (at p. 513): 

“Considering the length of time during which, and 
the extent and universality in which the practice of 
making such special acceptances of goods for carriage 
by land and water has now prevailed in this kingdom, 
under the observation and with the allowance of courts 
of justice, and with the sanction also and countenance 
of the legislature itself, which is known to have rejected 
a bill brought in for the purpose of narrowing the car- 
rier’s responsibility in certain cases, on the ground of 
such a measure being unnecessary, inasmuch as the car- 
riers were deemed fully competent to limit their own 
responsibility in all cases by. special contract; considering 
also that there is no case to be met with in the books 
in which the right of a carrier thus to limit by special 
contract his own responsibility has ever been by express 
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decision denied; we cannot do otherwise than sustain 
such right in the present instance, however liable to 
abuse and productive of inconvenience it may be; leav- 
ing to the legislature if it shall think fit to apply such 
remedy hereafter as the evil may require.” 

Such was the law of England, as repeatedly laid 
down by its courts, until the Carriers’ Act of July 23, 
1830, and the Railway and Canal Traffic Act of July 10, 
1854. The former act dealt with mail contractors, stage 
proprietors and other common carriers by land for hire; 
the latter dealt with railway companies and canal com- 
panies. Section 7 of the latter act (which is the Railway 
and Canal Traffic Act of July 10, 1854) provided as 
follows: 

“7. Every such company as aforesaid shall be liable 
for the loss of or for any injury done tu any horses, 
cattle, or other animals, or to any articles, goods or 
things, in the receiving, forwarding, or delivering thereof, 
occasioned by the neglect or default of such company 
or its servants, notwithstanding any notice, condition, or 
declaration made and given by such company contrary 
thereto, or in any wise limiting such liability; every 
such notice, condition, or declaration being hereby de- 
clared to be null and void; provided always, that nothing 
herein contained shall be construed to prevent the said 
companies from making such conditions with respect to 
the receiving, forwarding and delivering of any of the 
said animals, articles, goods or things, as shall be ad- 
judged by the court or judge before whom any question 
relating thereto shall be tried to be just and reasonable; 
provided always, that no greater damage shall be re- 
covered for the loss of or for any injury done to any 
of such animals, beyond the sums hereinafter mentioned 
(that is, to say): for any horse, fifty pounds; for any 
neat cattle, per head, fifteen pounds; for any sheep or 
pigs, per head, two pounds; unless the person sending 
or delivering the same to such company shall, at the time 
of such delivery, have declared them to be respectively 
of higher value than as above mentioned, in which case 
it shall be lawful for such company to demand and re- 
ceive by way of compensation for the increased risk 
and care thereby occasioned, a reasonable percentage 
upon the excess of the value so declared above the re- 
spective sums so limited as aforesaid, and which shall 
be paid in addition to the ordinary rate of charge; and 
such percentage or increased rate of charge shall be 
notified in the manner prescribed in the Carriers’ Act, 
1830, and shall be binding upon such company in the 
manner therein mentioned; provided also, that the proof 
of the value of such animals, articles, goods and things, 
and the amount of the injury done thereto, shall in all 
eases lie upon the person claiming compensation for 
such loss or injury; provided also, that no special con- 
tract between such company and any other parties re- 
specting the receiving, forwarding, or delivering of any 
animals, goods, or things as aforesaid, shall be binding 
upon or affect any such party unless the same be signed 
by him or by the person delivering such animals, articles, 
goods, or things respectively for carriage; provided also, 
that nothing herein contained shall alter or affect the 
rights, privileges, or liabilities of any such company un- 
der the Carriers’ Act, 1830, with respect to articles of 
the description mentioned in the said Act.” 


IV, 
General American Rule That a Common Carrier Could 
Not Limit Its Common Law Liability by Public Notice 
Brought Home to the Knowledge of the Shipper, But 
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Only by Special Acceptance Concurred in by Both 
Shipper and Carrier. 

In 1838 the Supreme Court of the state of New 
York, in Hollister vs. Nowlen, 19 Wendell, 234, and Cols 
vs. Goodwin, 19 Wendell, 251, reached a conclusion 
diametrically opposite to that of the English courts ani 
held that a notice given by a common carrier and know 
to a shipper constituted a mere offer and that the deliver 
of the goods with such knowledge did not constitute a 
acceptance. The question came before the same court 
in the year 1842, in the case of Gould vs. Hill, 2 Hill, 62 
and that court not only affirmed the doctrine laid dow: 
in Hollister vs. Nowlen and Cole vs. Goodwin, but wen 
further and held that a common carrier could not limit 
its common law liability even by a special acceptanc: 
amounting to a special contract. 

The Supreme Court of the United States, however, as 
early as 1848, in the case of the New Jersey Steam Nav 
Co. vs. the Merchants’ Bank of Boston, 6 Howard, 344, 
held that a common carrier could limit its common law 
liability by special contract, but that it could not exempt 
itself by such contract from negligence. Subsequently) 
the New York courts, in .Parsons vs. Monteath (1851), 
13 Barb., 353, and other cases, conformed their rulings 
to that of the Supreme Court of the United States. 


V. 
Up-to-Date Statement as to the Common Law Liability 
of Common Carriers. 


An up-to-date statement of the common law liability 
of common carriers as given in Goddard’s Outlines of 
Bailments and Carriers, sections 
abbreviated and summarized as follows: A common car- 
rier is an insurer of the safe delivery of goods intrusted 
to it, except as against losses arising from— 

(1) The act of God (when the negligence of the 
carrier does not concur); 

(2) The public enemy 
carrier does not concur); 

(3) The act of public authority (when the negligence 
of the carrier does not concur); 

(4) The act of the shipper; and 

(5) The inherent nature of the goods themselves 
(when the negligence of the carrier does not concur). 


Vi. 


The Extent to Which Common Carriers Could at Common 
Law Limit Their Common Law Liability. 


(when the negligence of the 


While, as has been seen, a common carrier could at 
common law limit its common law liability by special 
contract to the shipper, this right itself was in turn lim- 
ited by the common law. A contract between a carrier 
and shipper was null and void if, 

(1) Contrary to an express provision of law; 

(2) Contrary to public policy; or 

(3) Unjust and unreasonable. 

It would be an unending labor to trace the develop- 
ment of the foregoing. rules through all the various state 
court decisions, and a brief study will be made of them 
as recorded in a few of the many decisions of the Supreme 
Court of the United States. 

In New Jersey Steam Nav. Co. vs. the Merchants’ 
Bank of Boston (1848), 6 Howard, 344, William F. Harn- 
den conducted an express business in part through the 
vessels of the New Jersey Steam Navigation Co. The 
Merchants’ Bank intrusted Harnden with $18,000, which 
was lost through the negligence of the New Jersey Steam 
Navigation Co, in the burning of the steamboat Lexing- 
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ton, belonging to that company, on which the money was 
carried. The Merchants’ Bank, instead of suing Mr. 
Harndon, sued the New Jersey Steam Navigation Co. 
The contract between Harndon and the New Jersey 
Steam Navigation Co. provided that Harnden should be 
exclusively responsible and both Harnden, as required 
by the contract and the New Jersey Steam Navigation 
Co., gave public notice to this effect. The bill of lading 
contained an exemption for liability from loss by fire. 
The trial court held the New Jersey Steam Navigation 
Co. liable, and this was affirmed by the Supreme Court 
of the United States in an opinion delivered by Mr. 
Justice Nelson, who said (at p. 381): 

“The next question is as to the duties and liabilities 
of the respondents, as carriers, upon their contract with 
Harnden. As the libelants claim through it, they must 
affirm its provisions, so far as they may be consistent 
with law. 

“The general liability of the carrier, independent of 
any special agreement, is familiar. He is chargeable as 
an insurer of the goods, and accountable for any dam- 
age or loss that may happen to them in the course of 
the conveyance, unless arising from inevitable accident— 
in other words, the act of God or the public enemy. The 
liability of the respondents, therefore, may be undoubted, 
were it not for the special agreement under which the 
goods were shipped. 

“The question, to what extent has this agreement 
qualified the common law liability?’ 

After putting the foregoing query, Mr. Justice Nelson 
answered same (at p. 383) as follows: 

“The special agreement, in this case, under which 
the goods were shipped, provided that they should be 
conveyed at the risk of Harnden; and that the respond- 
ents were not to be accountable to him or to his em- 
ployers, in any event, for loss or damage. 

“The language is general and broad, and might very 
well comprehend every description of risk incident to 
the shipment. But we think it would be going further 
than the intent of the parties, upon any fair and rea- 
sonable construction of the agreement, were we to re- 
gard it as stipulating for wilful misconduct, gross neg- 
ligence or want of ordinary care, either in the sea- 
worthiness of the vessel, her proper equipments and 
furniture, or in her management by the master and hands.” 

in New York Central Railroad Co. vs. Lockwood 
(Oct. 20, 1873), 17 Wallace, 357, the plaintiff, who was 
a drover, shipped 30 head of cattle. The contract of 
release, signed by plaintiff, provided that in considera- 
tion of the transportation at less than tariff rates the 
drover should assume certain risks of injury to the 
cattle and also. “that the persons riding free to take 
charge of the stock do so at their own risk of personal 
injuries from whatever cause.” The plaintiff, who had 
accompanied the cattle, was injured by the negligence 
of the New York Central Railroad Co., which company 
pleaded the foregoing release as a defense. The trial 
court held the railroad company liable, and this was 
affirmed by the Supreme Court of the United States in 
an opinion delivered by Mr. Justice Bradley, in which 
he said (at pp. 359-360): 

“It may be assumed in limine, that the case was one 
of carriage for hire; for, though the pass certifies that 
the plaintiff was entitled to pass free, yet his passage 
was one of the mutual terms of the arrangement for 
carrying his cattle. The question, is, therefore, dis- 
tinctly raised, whether a railroad company carrying pas- 
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sengers for hire, can lawfully stipulate not to be answer- 
able for their own or their servant’s negligence in ref- 
erence to such carriage. 

“As the duties and responsibilities of public carriers 
were prescribed by public policy, it has been seriously 
doubted whether the courts did wisely in allowing that 
policy to be departed from without legislative interference, 
by which needed modifications could have been introduced 
into the law. But the great hardship on the carrier in 
certain special cases, where goods of great value or sub- 
ject to extra risk were delivered to him without notice 
of their character, and where losses happened by sheer 
accident without any possibility of fraud or collusion 
on his part, such as by collisions at sea, accidental fire, 
ete., led to a relaxation of the rule to the extent of 
authorizing certain exemptions from liability in such 
cases to be provided for, either by public notice brought 
home to the owners of the goods, or by inserting ex- 
emptions from liability in the bill of lading, or other 
contract of carriage. A modification of the strict rule 
of responsibility, exempting the carrier from liability 
for accidental losses, where it can be safely done, enables 
the carrying interest to reduce its rates of compensation, 
thus proportionally relieving the transportation of pro- 
duce and merchandise from some of the burden with 
which it is loaded. 

“The question is, whether such modification of re- 
sponsibility, by notice or special contract may not be 
carried beyond legitimate bounds, and introduce evils 
against which it was the direct policy of the law to 
guard; whether, for example, a modification which gives 
license and immunity to negligence and carelessness on 
the part of a public carrier or his servants, is not so 
evidently repugnant to that policy as to be altogether 
null and void; or, at least, null and void under certain 
circumstances.” 

After an exhaustive review of the authorities, Mr. 
Justice Bradley concluded his opinion, as follows (at 
p. 384): 

“The conclusions to which we have come are: 

“First—That a common carrier cannot lawfully stip- 
ulate for exemption from responsibility when such ex- 
emption is not just and reasonable in the eye of the law. 

“Secondly—That it is not just and reasonable in the 
eye of the law for a common carrier to stipulate for 
exemption from responsibility for the negligence of him- 
self or his servants. 

“Thirdly—That these rules apply both to carriers of 
goods and carriers of passengers for hire, and with 
special force to the latter.” 

(To be continued) 


COMPLAINTS DISMISSED 


THE TRAFFIC SERVICE NEWS BUREAU 
Colorado Building, Washington, D. C. 
Orders of dismissal have been issued by the Commis- 


sion in the following complaints, for the reasons indicated: 
A. B. Currie Co. vs. Chicago & North-Western et al. 
(5761), because defendants have satisfied the complaint. 

The Ownes Bottle Machine Co. vs. Baltimore & Ohio et 
al. (5765), because the issues have been satisfactorily ad- 
justed. 

The Eastern Shore Development Steamship Co. vs. 
Baltimore, Chesapeake & Atiantic et al. (5760). Dispute 
adjusted. 

Montana Railroad Commissioners vs. Great Northera 
Express Co. (5199), on complainant’s motion. 
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EXPERIENCES IN CHECKING RATES 





Editor THe TrRarric WORLD: 

1 am glad to see so many industrial traffic managers 
interested in the question of paying for tariffs. The 
principal reason for the roads discontinuing the distribu- 
tion of tariffs seems to be an effort to prevent shippers 
from maintaining individual tariff files, which would result 
in the carriers quoting rates from tariffs in their files 
and the shipping public would not have any way of de- 
termining whether or not this was the legal published 
tariff rate, but would just have to accept their quotations 
and settle accordingly. We have three instances within 
the last month which go to show that it is necessary 
not only to check every rate on the commodities you 
are shipping, but to check the freight bills and see that 
they charge the legal published tariff rate. One of these 
is a case where we wired the division freight agent of 
one of the largest systems in the Central Freight Asso- 
ciation territory for a rate, and he quoted rate of 25 
cents per cwt. as applying via his line, and upon taking 
up with the initial carrier we found they did not have 
any through rate via that route and the lowest combina- 
tion via route named was 30 cents per cwt. In another 
case we filed claim with the division freight agent of a 
large trunk line for overcharge on lumber, and he returned 
the papers, declining the claim for refund of one cent 
per cwt. as follows: 

“We note that you claim through rate of 24 cents 
per cwt. The lowest we can check is 25 cents, as car- 
ried in St. L. I. M. & S. I. C. C. A-1923.” 

To which we replied as follows: 

“Replying to yours of the 21st, file A-2146, advising 
that the lowest rate you are able to check on gum lumber, 
carloads, from Arkansas City, Ark., to Detroit, Mich., is 
25 cents per cwt. By referring to St. L. Il. M. & S. tariff 
I. C. C. A-1923 you will find on page 12 of this tariff the 
rate from Arkansas City to Thebes is 11 cents per cwt., 
with reference to note 5, which reference on page 7 reads: 
‘Cottonwood and gum lumber, carloads, 10 cents per 100 
pounds,’ and on page 66 the rate beyond Thebes is shown 
as 14 cents cwt., making the through rate 24 cents per 
100 pounds.” 

To the above we received the following reply: 

“Your letter August 22. We can check through rate 
of 24 cents on gum lumber from Arkansas City, Ark., to 
Detroit, Mich., per St. L. I. M. & S. tariff I. C. C. A-1923.” 

In the third case we had a car of lumber charged for 
at through rate of 13 cents cwt., and upon checking up 
the freight bill it developed that the correct through rate 
is 11 cents, so filed claim for the overcharge of 2 cents 
cwt., and the line on which the car originated, and also 
which published the tariff, returned the claim, their freight 
claim agent requesting that we amend our claim to read 
12 cents cwt., as per tariff I. C. C. A-2192. Upon re- 
checking this same tariff we find the rate as originally 
claimed by us, to be 11 cents cwt., and returned claim 
with the original figures. 





The above instances are only cited to show the im- 
portance of all shippers, whose business will justify it, 
maintaining as complete a tariff file as they possibly can, 
and checking the rates before prices are quoted, and 
then checking closely all freight bills to see that the 
correct rates have been assessed by the carriers. 

Why Knowledge of Tariff Rates Pays. 

If concerns doing any amount of business will em- 
ploy a competent man to handle these matters systematic- 
ally, he can certainly save the firm many times his salary 
in more ways than merely the claims he collects. You 
should not simply look for the dollars returned, but should 
consider: 

Labor saved by properly handling the equipment. 

Orders gained by routing and handling shipments so 
as to make best time and satisfy customers. 

Delays avoided by keeping shipments out of con- 
gested yards. 

Money saved by routing shipments via routes recon- 
signments can be made without additional charge. 

Money saved by watching weights, and having cars 
reweighed when weights are found exorbifgnt. 

Orders gained by having rates at your hand to quote 
prices on inquiries received by wire. 

The industrial traffic manager should be expected to 
handle his work as he sees best according to conditions 
arising in each individual case and should be allowed to 
use a free hand in this respect, as it is impossible for 
a man to handle traffic problems, especially as to rates 
applicable on shipments and collecting claims, if he is 
to take his instructions from one who is not in close 
touch with the workings of railroads in general and is 
not familiar with rate construction in detail. To make 
a success of his business it is necessary that he be given 
authority to handle things according to his own ideas, with 
his employer looking to him for results, and not as to 
the detailed way in which the business is handled. If 
the employer is to dictate the method of handling each 
individual case, he has no need of a traffic manager. 

F. S. Rodes, 
Traffic Manager, West Virginia Timber Co. 
Charleston, W. Va. 


UNNECESSARY TARIFFS 








Editor TRAFFIC WoRLD: 

Inasmuch as this company is vitally interested, it 
appears to me that this matter is of grave importance, 
and should not be lightly dealt with or quickly passed 
“upon. 

It no doubt is a positive fact, and there is no room 
for argument relative to tariffs being furnished and 
such issues finding their way to either some dark recess 
or the wastebasket. This positively is not the case with 
us. We maintain an up-to-date and complete tariff file, 


but only those tariffs in which our commodities are con- 
cerned. 


If at any time we receive issues not applicable 
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to our business we notify carriers to discontinue mailing 
such tariffs. On the other hand, we have been recipients 
of notices requesting us to check off such tariffs as we 
use or might dispense with. In this way no issues are 
unnecessarily furnished. 

It appears to me that closer co-operation between 
railroad and shipper as outlined above would greatly 
simplify matters and eventually bring about the desired 
result, but simply to proceed to charge for all tariffs 
would, in my estimation, cause the innocent to suffer 
with the guilty, and that would be the exact condition in 
our case. 

No doubt a great many shippers are equally care- 
ful, and if, on the other hand, distributors would exer- 
cise equal precaution, it would reduce this considerably. 

JEFFREY MFG. CoO., 
F. C. Bozenhard, Traffic Manager. 

Columbus, O. 


PAYING FOR TARIFFS 





Editor Ture TRAFFIC WORLD: 

Here is one argument against paying for tariffs which, 
I believe, has not been advanced: © 

The Commission, in its various rulings and decisions, 
emphasized .by repetition, has said that the shipper is 
presumed to know the published rates of the carrier 
however difficult they may be to understand and that 
quotations made by the carriers’ agents are not to be 
accepted as legal; that the rate quoted in the tariff is 
the law itself, thus placing without doubt the responsi- 
bility upon the shipper to determine the lawful rate. 

While the files of the carriers are complete in so far 
as the carrier participates in the tariff, we know they 
are deficient in tariffs of other lines where a combination 
of individual-rates is used to make a through rate, which 
is a phase of rate application most liable to error. If 
the freight tariff is law itself, must the shipper, large 
or small, retain a lawyer to quote his rates and thus 
avoid violation of the law, placing additional burden upon 
the shipper? I hardly think this was or is the intent 
of the act, and the only solution is that the shipper be 
furnished upon request the tariffs which are necessary 
to his business. 4 

rerlach, Nev., Sept. 10, 1913. Gc. & &. 


SERVICE IN THE IRON REGIONS 


THE TRAFFIC SERVICE NEWS BUREAU. 
Colerado Building, Washington, D. C. 


Hearing in three cases involving the transportation 
of ore in the northern peninsula of Michigan was con- 
tinued at Chicago on September 15, before Examiner 
Settle. The previous hearings in these cases were re- 
ported in the issues of THe Trarric Wortp for July 19 
and July 26, and the main points at issue were therein 
fully set forth. The cases involved are No. 5669, Newport 
Mining Co. vs. C. & N. W., No. 5755, Hayes Mining Co. 
vs. C. & N. W., and No. 5563, Corrigan, McKinney & Co. 
vs. Soo Line. The same appearances were entered as in 
the previous hearing of the case, and this hearing was 
set in accordance with a stipulation made at the close 
of the last hearing, at which time the complainants stated 
that they wished to introduce a small amount of addi- 
tional testimony, 
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The only two witnesses examined at this hearing were 
Mr. Brewer, manager of the Newport Mining Co., and 
Mr. Richards, who is employed in a similar capacity by 
Corrigan, McKinney & Co. 

The testimony went considerably over ground that 
had been previously covered, but related particularly to 
the less cost of handling the ore now than 12 or 15 
years ago. At the present stage of the case the interests 
involved are largely between the two complainants, rather 
than against the carriers, since the substance of the com- 
plaint of the Newport Mining Co. is against discrimina- 
tion in rates as between the different districts and to 
the ports of Ashland and Escanaba, while the complaint 
of Corrigan and McKinney is against the reasonableness 
of the rates in themselves, the latter claiming that the 
cost of the service performed by the carriers is less now 
than at the time the rates were originally established. 
This, they claim, is due to many reasons. The ore, 
although divided into more numerous grades, is finer, the 
methods of handling are better, the track facilities and 
rolling stock and locomotives are of much larger ca- 
pacity, making the service performed by the road much 
less expensive. 

In connection with the service at the stock piles, it 
was stated that the largest steam shovel in use 15 years 
ago was probably of a capacity of 1,000 tons a day, while 
now the largest has a capacity of 5,000 tons, and the 
average is about 3,000. It was stated also, in answer 
to questions on cross-examination, that the stock pile 
method of handling is advantageous to the railroads, be- 
cause of the greater accumulation of ore made possible. 
in this way, since the stock pile is accumulated at times 
when hauling from the mines direct is impossible. Mr. 
Richards thought the cost to the company should be 
from one-half to one-third less now than 12 or 15 years 
ago. Under the present methods, the same number of 
engines and crews are employed, while the volume of 
ore is greatly increased. 

Mr. Wright brought out from this witness the fact that 
of the 15 mines owned by Corrigan and McKinney, six are 
now in operation and supplied with tracks. At different 
times there have been tracks built to all of them, but in 
the case of nine mines these tracks are idle now. The line 
of Mr. Wright’s questioning was to show that even though 
the mines were not in operation, and therefore the carriers 
were getting no revenue out of serving them, yet the in- 
vestment of the company still remains, and in some cases 
where no ore has been taken out during the last 20 years, 
yet the mines with the tracks were still in existence, and 
tracks were maintained there because new beds of ore were 
being constantly disclosed, and eventually there might be 
a hope of getting a return for the investment. Mr. Wright 
also endeavored .to bring out the fact that the new mines 
which were being opened were a greater distance from the 
ports, particularly Escanaba, and therefore involved the 
laying of further tracks and a longer haul. 

As to the advantage of the group system of rates, this 
witness thought a flat rate for each district would be the 
most satisfactory. He declined to answer as to the reason- 
ableness of having the same rate for all three of the dis- 
trict. It was admitted that the railroad service had very 
greatly improved, and there was no complaint on this score. 


On account of the delay of the carriers in furnishing of 
certain figures which were wanted by the complainant, 
Mr. Muller for the Corrigan & McKinney Co. asked for an 
adjournment of the hearing for 30 days, which was granted, 
subject to the approval of the Commission. 
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BILL IN CONGRESS ON WEIGHING 


Movement in Congress to Place Installation of 
Scales and Weighing. Practice in 
Control of Commission 


Representative Willis of Ohio, on September 13, in- 
troduced in the House a bill based on the recent weigh- 
ing investigation by the Commission providing that the 
American Railway Association be authorized to designate 
the standard scale to be used, together with standards 
for pits, weights and all devices pertaining to the track 
scales. The railroads would then have until 1915 to get 
the proper equipment. 

Representative Willis is a member of the interstate 
and foreign commerce committee of the House, and has 
been in touch with the Interstate Commerce Commission's 
inquiry into the question involved in his bill. He is 
quoted as follows with reference to the purposes in mind 
in the preparation of the measure: 

“This bill was prepared in response to 
shippers all over the country concerning the inaccuracies 
of weight as given by track scales installed by the various 
railroad companies. As the result of these inaccuracies 
shippers have been subjected to great losses, and it has 
been found great difficulty was experienced in correcting 
the inaccuracies. The matter has been brought to the 
attention of the Interstate Commerce Commission, and 
that body has instituted an investigation which has taken 
wide range, occupying some 46 days, some 7,000 pages 
of testimony being taken and a great number of exhibits 
accumulated. 

“It is quite certain that legislation of this character 
is necessary at this time. According to a most careful 
estimate three-fourths of all the track scales in use in 
the United States are of defective design or are not 
properly installed. Less than one-fourth are properly 
inspected. Not more than 10 per cent are accurately 
tested, and the majority are not in any proper sense 
tested at.all. The methods of weighing are heedless and 
in many cases unsatisfactory. 

“This being so, it seems that some federal tribunal 
should be invested with authority to correct these abuses. 
In most cases the freight rate is measured on the basis 
of 100 pounds. It amounts to the same thing whether 
the rate be high or the weight be excessive. Inaccuracies 
in weighing result in the imposition of unreasonable 
charges and in discrimination between shippers, just as 
really as do differences in the freight rate itself. Nor 
does it meet the situation to say that the railroad has 
given to one shipper by assessing charges upon too low 
a weight what is taken from another by enforcing an 
excessive weight. 

“In so far as possible the weight at best should be 
the true weight. In view of the numerous complaints 
from all parts of the country and the undoubted injustice 
of the inaccuracies referred to it seems that there should 
be legislation to give some federal tribunal authority to 
fix the point at which track scales shall be installed, to 
prescribe the standard of such scales and their installa- 
tion, to test such scales and to supervise the operation 
of the same. 


protests of 


“It is believéd that the desired objects are embodied 
in this bill. The bill, while not imposing any hardships 
upon the carriers of this country, will give relief to ship- 
pers and be of great benefit to the masses of our people 
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everywhere through bringing about more just and equit 
ble freight charges.” 

The following is the full text of the bill, designat: 
as H. R. 8133, “a bill to regulate the installation an 
type of scales to be used by carriers engaged in inte 
state commerce, and to provide rules governing the weig] 
ing of freight:” 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repr: 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congres 
assembled, That from and after the 30th day of June 
1915, it shall be unlawful for any common carrier en 
gaged in interstate commerce and subject to the Ax 
to regulate commerce to use on its line any scale o1 
weighing device for determining freight charges in the 
transportation of interstate commerce, or any test car 
device, or other mechanism for ascertaining the accuracy 
or capacity of such scales or weighing devices, the stand 
ard or type of which has not had the sanction or ap 
proval of the Interstate Commerce Commission. 

Sec. 2. That within 60 days from the passage of 
this act the American Railway Association is authorized 
hereby to designate to the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission the standard type, dimensions and capacities of 
such scales or weighing devices, together with the stand 
ard type and dimensions of scale pits, foundations, drains, 
scale houses, and all appurtenances for the 
proper installation of same, with the standard 
type of car, device or mechanism for use in testing the 
accuracy of the scales or weighing devices as aforesaid. 
Upon the American Railway Association’s determination 
being certified to the Interstate Commerce Commission 
said Commission shall at once give notice of the stand- 
ards fixed upon to all common carriers, owners, lessees 
or receivers engaged in interstate commerce in the 
United States by such means as the Commission may 
deem proper. But should said association fail to deter- 
mine standards as above provided it shall be the duty 
of the Interstate Commerce Commission to do so before 
the 30th day of June, 1914, and immediately to give notice 
as aforesaid. And after the 30th day of June, 1915, 
no scales or weighing devices shall be used in assessing 
or determining freight charges on interstate commerce 
or test cars used in ascertaining the accuracy of such 
scales or weighing devices which do not comply with 
the standards above provided for. 

Sec. 3. That on and after the 30th day of June, 1915, 
the Interstate Commerce Commission may designate the 
number and location of scales or weighing devices to 
be used on the line or lines of any or all common carriers 
subject to the act, and may prescribe methods of opera- 
tion and rules for obtaining the weights of commodities 
shipped or to be shipped in interstate commerce on all 
scales or weighing devices as aforesaid, together with 
the manner and frequency of inspection and testing same. 

Sec. 4. That any such common carrier that shall 
use in violation of any of the provisions of this act any 
scale or weighing device for the ascertainment of charges 
for freight shipped or to be shipped in interstate com- 
merce, or that shall use any test car in violation of any 
of the provisions of this act, shall be liable to a penalty 
of $100 for each and every such violation, to be recovered 
in a suit or suits to be brought by the United States 
district attorney in the District Court of the United 
States having jurisdiction in the locality where such vio- 
lation shall have been committed; and it shall be the 
duty of such district attorney to bring such suits upon 
duly verified information being lodged with him of such 
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iolation having occurred; and it shall also be the duty 

the Interstate Commerce Commission to lodge with 
ie proper district attorneys information of any such 
violations as May come to its knowledge. 

Sec. 5. That the Interstate Commerce Commission 
may, from time to time, upon full hearing and for good 
cause, extend the period within which any common car- 
rier shall comply with the provisions of this act. 

Sec. 6. That the Interstate Commerce Commission 
is hereby authorized and empowered to employ such 
agents or inspectors as may be necessary to execute and 
enforce the provisions of this act. 


NORTH CAROLINA INTERVENTIONS 


THE TRAFFIC SERVICE NEWS BUREAU, 
Colorado Building, Washington, D. C. 
The Commission has granted leave to intervene in the 
complaint of the North Carolina Corporation Commission 
vs. the Southern Ry. et al. (No. 5431, sub. No. 1) to the 
following: Forsythe Chair Company, Forsyth Iron Bed 
Company, George E. Nissen & Company, Nissen Wagon 
Company, S. J. Nissen & Company, Alfred L. Smith & 
Company, P. M. Montague, Winston Grain Company, the 
Motor Company, Salem Iron Works, Spach Brothers, Gilmer 
Brothers, Inc., Crawford Plumbing & Mill Supply Company, 
J. A. Vanee & Company, Clinard’s Paint, Mantel & Tile 
Company, Barbee-Sharp Produce Company, Turner-White 
Coffin Company of Winston-Salem, N. C.; Cramer Furniture 
Company, Queen Chair Company, Thomasville Chair Com- 
pany, Thomasville Spoke Works Company, Crutchfield 
Hardware Company, Lambeth Furniture Company, Standard 
Chair Company of Thomasville, N. C.; Mt. Airy Buggy 
Company, J. D. Minnick, Mt. Airy Furniture Company, Ban- 
ner Mfg. Company, F. L. Smith Hardware Company, W. E. 
Merritt & Company, and Arnold & Quesinberry of Mt. Airy, 
N. C.; Elkin Ice & Light Company, Elkin Hardware Com- 
pany of Elkin, N. C.; Kernersville Furniture Company, Ring 
Furniture Company, Kernersville Hardware Company of 
Kernersville, N. C.; Williams Mill Manufacturing Company, 
Siler City, N. C.; Williams Mill Manufacturing Company, 
Ronda, N. C.; Auto Sales Company, Inc., C. C. Coddington 
of Charlotte, N. C.; Rauzer Garage Comipany, Rowan Hard- 
ware & Machine Company, Waterloo Gas Engine Company, 
Thompson’s Garage, Salisbury Metal Culvert Company of 
Salisbury, N. C.; Manning Hardware Company, Lexington 
Hardware Company, Peacock Furniture Company, Dixie 
Furniture Company, Lexington Grocery Company, and Elk 
Furniture Company of Lexington, N. C. 





NEW B. & O. CUT-OFF IN WEST VIRGINIA. 


Surveys have been completed for the new cut-off line 
which the Baltimore & Ohio Railroad will build to estab- 
lish a new connection between the Wheeling division and 
the Monongahela River line of the Monongah division, 
in West Virginia. The new line, to be known as the 
Monongah cut-off, will be built from Kingmont, on the 
Wheeling division, to Gaston Junction, on the Monongahela 
line, a distance of three miles. It will shorten the dis- 
tance by five miles in handling through traffic. 

Upon completion of the improvement eastbound trains 
will be run over the cut-off and into Grafton for classifi- 
cation, instead of taking the trains into Fairmont, where 
extra handling is required. The cut-off will also afford 
a new route for through business between the East and 
the West, thus reducing the volume of traffic on the main 
line of the Wheeling division. 
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HANDLING EXPRESS CLAIMS 





By H. L. WILLARD, President, Brooklyn Traffic Club. 





While a great deal has been written for publication, 
and instructions issued repeatedly by all express com- 
panies bearing upon the subject of the proper method of 
presenting and handling claims, it is nevertheless true 
the subject is one which is quite generally misunderstood, 
not only by the transient shipper, but by many large 
concerns as well. 

In the treatment of the subject we desire first to 
make it clearly understood that we have found reliable 
express companies just as willing to co-operate with the 
claimant in the speedy adjustment of claims as any 
reasonable patron could desire; and if there are excep- 
tions to this rule, we believe it can be shown that co- 
operation on the part of the claimant has been lacking, 
not always intentionally, but by reason of ignorance of 
the proper method of filing a claim, insufficient informa- 
tion or a lack of evidence at the time claim is presented; 
any one of which often causes delay in adjusting the 
same. 

Claims when properly handled are treated in very 
much the same manner as a physician treats his patient. 
First, the case is diagnosed in order to determine the 
cause of the disease, after which the remedy is applied. 

In the discussion of the subject of proper handling 
of claims, we propose to proceed in very much the same 
manner. 


Tracing Outward Shipments Which Often Develop Into 
Claims. 


When a shipper has been advised by consignee of 
non-receipt of goods forwarded by express, and it be- 
comes necessary to trace them, a complete copy of the 
express company’s receipt, being particular to give exact 
date, together with a duplicate descriptive invoice show- 
ing, if possible, the weight of the goods, should be for- 
warded at once to the agent'of the express company 
with request to trace and advise him that consignee 
claims the goods had not been delivered.’ If the con- 
signment consisted of machinery or parts thereof, cast- 
ings or any other commodity from which it was possible 
for tags to have become removed in transit, a cut taken 
from catalog where this is possible will assist materially 
in locating shipment if held without mark. If goods 
are not cataloged, a sketch or drawing will answer the 
purpose, it being the custom of express companies to 
maintain “no mark” departments in charge of an ac- 
countant who keeps a record of all matter from which 
for any reason marks become removed or detached. With 
With this information the express company is often in 
a position to locate the consignment and with the in- 
formation furnished forward same to destination without 
further delay. 

In the event of their inability to locate the shipment 
as on hand or delivered, and such advice is ‘given to the 
shipper, the matter then takes the form of a claim and 
should be so treated. ’ 

It is not feasible to recommend any particular form 
of stereotyped letter to be written upon the subject of 
claims, but they should invariably be worded in accord- 
ance with the circumstances surrounding each particular 
case. It is important, however, to state the number of 
pieces contained in the consignment, whether settlement 
is to be made with shipper or consignee, how wrapped 
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and marked, giving local address if not shown on the 
face of receipt, especially if consigned to a city. Original 
receipts should be retained and attached to carbons of 
letters written upon the subject and filed by number under 
the name of consignee. 

Many shipperg are extremely careless with express 
receipts, allowing them to become scattered about their 
shipping rooms in such a Manner as to preclude the 
possibility of finding them on short notice. 

The most approved method, and one which is prac- 
ticed by many shippers, is the use of loose receipts, which 
are filed in regular order under the consignee’s name 
and retained at least until it is known that shipments 
have been delivered, 


Claims for Damage to Shipments. 


When a shipment is offered for delivery in bad order 
by an express company, the same should be accepted 
and so signed for, and the company’s agent notified at 
once by telephone with request to have a representative 
call and verify shortage or damage, as the case may be. 
This request should be confirmed by letter and the ship- 
ment in the condition received set aside until the arrival 
of the company’s agent. After the consignment is in- 
spected the agent should be furnished with an invoice 
showing the price of each article, date it was received 
and such other facts pertaining to the case as may be 
required, which usually includes a signed release author- 
izing settlement with shipper in the event goods have 
not been paid for by consignee. 


Claims for Concealed Damage. 


In cases of concealed damage, i. e., where shipments 
are received in apparent good order and it is discovered 
upon opening the container that contents are damaged, 
consignee should pursue the same course mentioned above. 
The contents; however, should not be disturbed until 
after the arrival of the express agent. In cases of this 
kind the express company usually requires an affidavit 
from the shipper’s packer and the representative of the 
consignee who unpacked or opened the shipment. Con- 
signees should retain wrapper or other container, packing 
and marks until the claim is finally adjusted and dis 
posed of by the express company. 


Claims for Overcharge. 


Since the new waybill and accounting system of ex- 
press companies became effective, Sept. 1, 1912, con- 
signees have little cause for complaint in this direction. 
Overcharges when discovered are adjusted immediately, 
avoiding the necessity of claims being made for them. 

If, however, a shipper or receiver has reason to sus- 
pect that an overcharge has been made, he should com- 
municate with the express company, giving full particu- 
lars, including shipper’s name and address, weight and 
all marks, and date shipment was forwarded and re- 
ceived, with his reasons for supposing an overcharge has 
been made. 


How ‘to Reduce the Number of Claims. 


Shippers can reduce to a minimum the number of 
their claims by instructing their shipping clerks to ex- 
ercise greater care, not only in the matter of packing, but 
marking, shipments. 

Shipper’s name and address and consignee’s name, 
street and number, if destination be a city, should appear 
but once on the shipment. If consigned to a town, the 
name of county should invariably be included; there being 
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many towns and cities by the same name in many states 
it is highly important to have the state spelled in ful 
to avoid having the consignment sent to the wrong plac« 
If second-hand crates or wrapping paper are used, it 
is important to see that all old marks are obliterated 
before using them. 

As many shipments reach consignees in damaged 
condition, due to faulty packing, it is imperative that 
shippers use strong, substantial cases, crates or packages 
or other containers when forwarding them; it being a 
well-known fact that hundreds of shipments in the course 
of a year fall apart before they even reach the trains, 
this item should not be overlooked. Many evils of this 
sort arise by reason of the fact that packers and shipping 
clerks are rushed in the matter of getting their shipments 
out on time, but it would be better to delay a shipment 
than to get it started off improperly packed and marked. 
Nobody wants a claim. Nobody means shipper and car- 
rier alike. What the shipper most desires is expeditious 
and safe delivery of merchandise. Shippers would do 
well to investigate modern methods of packing, and, in 
so far as is practical, adopt such methods as will insure 
the safe carriage of their products, as it is no longer a 
question as to whether they can get their claims paid 
by the carriers, but what can be done to insure their 
shipments being landed safely at the doors of their 
patrons, 


BANANA TARIFFS SUSPENDED 


THE TRAFFIC SERVIGE NEWS BUREAU, 
Colorado Building, Washington, D. C. 


More trouble in the adjustment of banana rates from 
New Orleans and Galveston to Kansas and Nebraska 
points became evident Saturday, when the Commission 
announced the suspension of the Leland and Emerson 
tariffs, which were to have become effective September 15 
to January 1 next. In those tariffs the carriers undertook 
to increase the Lincoln and Beatrice rates, now 71 cents, 
from New Orleans, to 80 cents; from 62 to 70 from 
Galveston, so as to comply with the order in the Topeka 
Traffic Association case, issued on June 19 last, in which 
the Topeka rates were to be no higher than to Lincoln 
and Beatrice. 

The order in that case was set aside the day before 
so as to allow the Commission to consider the whole 
subject of the adjustment of rates from those ports. 

On Saturday the Wichita Produce Co. and others filed 
a complaint attacking the 80-cent rate to Wichita and 
Hutchinson as being unreasonable and unduly discrimi- 
natory and as having been made by agreement among the 
carriers in violation of the anti-trust law. The fact that 
the carriers proposed to advance the Lincoln and Beatrice 
rates rather than reduce the Topeka rate is cited in the 
complaint as a violation of the anti-trust law. 

It is obvious from what has already been done that 
the Commission will have to go into the whole subject 
of adjustment of banana rates as it did in the Topeka 
banana dealers’ case, begun in 1907, and which case the 
carriers have been relying upon as having fixed the rela- 
tion between rates in the territorial groups between the 
Mississippi and Missouri and immediately west of the 
Missouri. In the Topeka Traffic Association case decided 
last June, Chairman Clark distrinctly traversed the prop- 
osition that that case shall be regarded as conclusive or 
even controlling in the various phases of the competition 
that is always increasing in intensity. 
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DEMURRAGE ON PACIFIC COAST 


Analysis of Reports of Pacific Car Demurrage 
Bureau, Showing Operation of Various 
Rates on State and Interstate Traffic 





H. J. Horn, vice-president Boston & Maine, has pre- 
pared from reports published by the Pacific Car Demur- 
rage Bureau, E. E. Mote, manager, a chart showing the 
results of different rates of demurrage in California for 
64 months from Nov. 1, 1906, to Feb. 29, 1912. The chart 
in fact gives a graphic representation of the history of 
demurrage in that state, but as the colors are such that 
it cannot well be reproduced, the principal facts shown 
are covered in the following description in which, however, 
reference to color of lines is omitted. The chart shows: 

Table No. 1 appertains exclusively to the number of 
cars subject to demurrage regulations; that is, cars that 
if held in excess of the free time allowance would be 
charged with demurrage. 

Each space between cross lines represents 250,000 
cars, as indicated by the figures 250,000, 500,000, 750,000, 
etc., appearing on each of these lines. 

The ends and angles of the heavy blue, black and 
red lines and their position in each of the spaces indi- 
cate approximately the number of cars reported in dif: 
ferent periods. The term “period” is thus explained: 

First Period: 32 months ending with June, 1909, 
when practically all cars were subject to a $1 demurrage 
rate. 

Second Period: 22 months extending from July, 1909, 
to April, 1911, when all cars used in state traffic were 
subject to a $6 demurrage rate and interstate cars sub- 
ject to a $1 rate. 

Third Period: 10 months extending from May, 1911, 
to February, 1912, with state cars subject to.a $3 demur- 
rage rate and interstate cars continuing subject to a $1 
rate. 

The four columns to the extreme left of chart-cover 
cars reported during the different periods by the largest 
terminals, San Francisco, Oakland, Los Angeles and Sac- 
ramento, and are shown separately for the reason that 
delays to cars at the more important commercial centers 
are more frequent and extensive than at the smaller sta- 
tions, the factors of speculation and brokers being largely 
absent at the latter. 

The number of all cars reported during the first period 
was 781,214; in the second, 717,009; in the third, 351,231, 
and in both the second and third, 1,068,240. 

State cars reported in second period, 528,471; in third, 
258,204; in second and third together, 786,675. 

Interstate cars reported in second period, 188,538; 
in third, 93,027, and in second and third, 281,565. 

The table covering cars reported by all California 
agencies outside of San Francisco, Oakland, Los Angeles 
and Sacramento, show that 1,611,295 cars of all traffic 
were reported in first period, 1,573,943 in second, 864,518 
in third, and 2,438,461 in both the second and third. 

There are shown 1,324,006 state cars in second period, 
741,752 in third, and 2,065,788 in both. 

There were 249,937 interstate cars in second period, 
122,766 in third, and 372,703 in both. 

This same information is shown in Table No. 2 in a 
different manner, with some additions. At the four ter- 
minals mentioned, the number of cars reported in the 
32 months covering the second and third periods, with 
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a $6 and $3 rate on state business, was 287,026, or 36.74 
per cent greater than in the first period of 32 months 
with all cars at the $1 rate. 

In the state outside of the four terminals the increase 
in cars was 827,166, or 33.92 per cent, and in the state 
as a whole the increase was 1,114,192, or 46.57 per cent. 

In this table it is shown that at San Francisco, Oak- 
land, Los Angeles and Sacramento, and, notwithstanding 
an increase of 287,026, or 36.74 per cent in cars handled, 
the number held overtime decreased 63,200, or 62.38 per 
cent; that at stations outside these terminals, with 827,- 
166, or 33.92 per cent more cars handled, the number 
held overtime dropped from 82,869 to 32,726, a decrease 
of 50,143, or 60.51 per cent; and that in the entire state, 
with an increase of 1,114,192, or 46.57 per cent, in cars 
handled, the number held overtime dropped from 184,172 
to 70,829, a decrease of 113,343, or 61.54 per cent; and 
it should be borne in mind that during the second and 
third periods, with a $6 and $3 rate, respectively, on 
state business, there were also handled 654,268, or 19 
per cent of the whole, of $1 or interstate cars, of. which 
36,387, or 05.56 per cent were held overtime, or 1,944 
more cars out of a total of 654,268 than of $6 and $3 
cars out of 2,852,433, or more than four times as many 
handled. 

In this same table, under the heading, “Net Collec- 
tions,” that is, the net amount of demurrage collected 
during the several periods, the amounts, at the four ter- 
minals, were in first period, $282,917; second period, $103,- 
302; third period, $47,097, and total of the second and 
third periods of $150,399, $132,578, or 46.86 per cent less 
than during the first or $1 period. 

In the entire state the amounts are: 

First period, $566,298; second period, $239,521; third 
period, $104,625; total second and third periods, $344,146, 
or $222,152, or 39.23 per cent less than in the first or $1 
period. In other words, the net collections during the 
second and third periods were about 14 cents less per 
car reported than during the first period. 

By another section of the chart is shown the per cent 
of cars held overtime. At the four terminals of San 
Francisco, Oakland, Los Angeles and Sacramento, the 
percentage of-cars held overtime during the first or $1 
period was 13.04; the percentage of state or $6 cars held 
overtime in the second period was 01.50; in the third 
or $3 period on state cars, the percentage was 02.43, and 
in the second and third periods at the $6 and $3 rates, 
respectively, the percentage was 01.84. Of the state and 
interstate cars at $6 and $1, respectively, during the sec- 
ond period, the percentage held overtime was 3.39: in 
the third period at $3 and $1, it was 3.93, and in both 
the second and third periods it was 03.57. 

Of the interstate or $1 cars, the percentage of 13.04 
in the first period fell to 08.68 in the second, to 08.11 in 
the third, and 08.49 in the second and third together, 
showing that the higher rates on state cars produced 
greater activity in the release of cars at the $1 rate. 

In the state outside of the four terminals, the per- 
centage of 05.14 held overtime in the first period fell 
to 00.88 at the $6 rate, to 01.15 at the $3 rate, the average 
at both the $6 and $3 rates being 00.98 per cent. At both 
state and interstate rates, the percentage held overtime 
was 01.29 in the second, 01.44 in the third, and 01.34 as 
the average of both these periods. 

Of $1 cars in all periods, the percentages were 05.14 
in the first, 03.41 in the second, 03.22 in the third, with 
an average of 03.32 in both the second and third. 
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Another section of the chart shows the state as a whole 
and the percentage of cars held overtime in each month 
from July, 1909, to November, 1912, both months included. 
The percentage of cars held overtime was 07.82 in the 
first period at the $1 rate. On cars at the $6 rate, the 
percentage fell to 01.21 the first month this rate was 
applied, the highest point, 01.51, being reached in No- 
vember and December, 1909, and the lowest, 00.84, in Feb- 
ruary, 1911. The lowest point at the $3 rate, 01.05, was 
reached in May, 1911, and the highest, 02.33, in October, 
1912. 

Cars at the $1 rate, as indicated by the red lines, 
fluctuated between 04.30 in February and March, 1910, 
and 07.74 in November, 1909, the highest point. reached, 
the fluctuation generally being between about 05.00 and 
06.00 per cent. : 

The black lincs at the top right hand of chart indi- 
cate the number of state cars reported each month, July 
1909, to November, 1912, the lowest number, 63,000, being 
reported in February, 1911, and the highest, 131,000, in 
October, 1912. 

The red lines immediately under show the fluctua- 
tions from month to month in the numbers of interstate 
ears reported, the lowest point, 17,000, being reached in 
February, 1910, and the highest, 27,000, in October, 1912. 

The percentage of state cars reported is indicated 
by the third black line from the top, the lowest point, 
76.27, being reached in April, 1912, and the highest, 85.00, 
in September, 1911. 

Next under, as indicated by the red line, is the per- 
centage of interstate cars reported, the lowest point, 
16.00, being reached in September and October of the 
years 1909 and 1911, and the highest, 24.00 per cent, in 
April, 1911. 

While the number of cars of each class reported from 
month to month varies considerably, the proportions of 
80.00 per cent state cars to 20.00 per cent of interstate 
cars is generally maintained, and for a period of a year 
may be said to represent that ratio almost precisely. 


SUSPENDED TARIFFS: 


THE TRAFFIC SERVICE NEWS BP"! 
Colorado Building, Washington, D. C. 

By first supplemental order, in I. & S. No. 286, en- 
tered on September 4, the Commission suspended from 
September 8 until November 28 Supplement No. 19 to St. 
Louis & San Francisco I. C. C. No. 6256. 

The suspended supplement advances rates applicable 
on wheat from: Oklahoma points to Memphis and other 
points. Similar advances published by the Chicago, Rock 
Island & Pacific which were to become effective July 31 
were suspended until the same date in I. & S. No. 286. 





By an order entered on September 4, in I. & S. No. 
306, the Commission suspended from September 7 until 
January 5 Leland’s I. C, C., No. 1004, excepting rates in 
Item No. 3424. 

The suspended schedules contain material advances 
in class and commodity rates between Houston, Beau- 
mont, Galveston, Port Arthur and other Texas points and 
points located in Louisiana. . 

The present rate of $2.50 per ton on scrap iron in 
carloads from New Orleans and New Iberia, La., to 
Houston, Tex., is advanced to 16 cents per 100 pounds; 
the present rate of 15 cents per 100 pounds on soap and 
washing compounds in carloads from Houston, Galveston, 
Beaumont and other Texas points to Lake Charles and 
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West Lake, La., is advanced to 26 cents per 100 pounds. 
Like advances are proposed in commodity rates between 
various other points. 

The following is illustrative of the proposed advances 
in class rates: 





From Houston and Certain Other Texas Points to 
Fosters, La. 
Rates in Cents Per 100 Pounds. 
(Governed by Western Classification) 

Class 123 4565ABCDE 
PU NS Svc Div iwces cose 95 80 65 50 39 44 35 30 27 25 
OIE TNs 6 85.6 cade 00d Fes onde 80 64 50 40 33 35 30 27 26 25 

BPO +6 62.2500 Sk ee 15161510 6 95 3 1 0 





By an order entered September 5, in I. & S. No. 307, 
the Commission suspended from September 7 until Janu- 
ary 5 schedules contained in Leland’s I. C. C. No. 1007. 

The suspended schedules propose to make material 
advances in class and commodity rates between Browns- 
ville, Texas and New Orleans, Port Chalmette and Har- 
vey, La. 

The following table shows the present and pronosed 
class rates between points involved: 

Rates in Cents Per 100 Pounds. 
(Governed by Western Classification.) 





Class t 2:8 £244.35 ©.D 3B 
I I ve cc ccccccecs 168 145 128 122 91 94 85 66 52 44 
Gs I Fo Geos les os at n ever 137115 94 8758 6152 48 42 38 

ND sins ein ic weaned 31 30 34 353333331810 6 





By an order entered on September 3 in I. & S. Docket 
No. 305 the Commission suspended from Sept. 5, 1913, 
until Jan. 3, 1914, the operation of item No. 153-A, sup- 
plement No. 5 to Grand Trunk Railway System (Lines 
West) tariff I. C. C. No. A-1511. 

The above-mentioned tariff, which contains excep- 
tions to the Official Classification, now provides a rating 
on shipments of high explosives, carloads, minimum 
weight 20,000 pounds, first class, and double first class 
in less-than-carload lots, this rating being applicable from 
points on the Grand Trunk Railway to points in Central 
Freight Association and Grand Trunk territories located 
on or reached by connecting carriers concurring in said 
tariff. 

The suspended item canceled the application of said 
rating on high explosives, generally speaking, to points 
east of the Detroit and St. Clair rivers, which results 
in material advances, for example: The present rate, 
carloads, from Chicago to Concord Junction, Mass., is 
82 cents per 100 pounds; effective on and after September 
5, the rate would be $1.61 per 100 pounds. 


By an order entered September 11 in I. & S. Docket 
No. 311, the Commission suspended from September 15 
until January 13 schedules in the following tariffs: 

W. P. Emerson, agent: 

Supplement No. 12 to I. C. C. No. 11. 

F. A. Leland agent: 

Supplement No. 11 to I. C. C. No. 984. 

Supplement No. 12 to I. C. C. No. 984. 

Supplement No. 13 to I. C. C. No. 984. 

It was proposed by the suspended schedules to ad- 
vance rates for the transportation of bananas from Gulf 
ports to Beatrice and Lincoln, Neb., For example, the 
present rate on this traffic from New Orleans, La., to 








September 20, 1913 





Beatrice and Lincoln, Neb., is 71 cents per 100 pounds, 
the proposed rate 80 cents per 100 pounds, increase 9 
cents per 100 pounds; the present rate from Galveston 
and other Texas points to Beatrice and Lincoln is 62 
cents per 100 pounds, the proposed rate 70 cents per 100 
pounds, increase 8 cents per 100 pounds, carloads. 





By an order entered September 10 in I. & S. Docket 
No. 278 the Commission suspended from September 15 
until October 29 item No. 95-A of supplement No. 19 to 
St. Louis & San Francisco Railroad I. C. C. No. 6255. 

It was proposed by the suspended item to cancel 
the present rate of 15 cents per 100 pounds on flaxseed 
from St. Paul, Minneapolis and Minnesota Transfer to 
Fredonia, Kan., and leave in effect a combination rate 
of 26 cents per 100 pounds, which would have resulted 
in an increase of 11 cents per 100 pounds, carloads. 


UNIFORM BILL OF LADING 


THE TRAFFIC SERVICE NEWS BUREAU, 
Colorado Building, Washington, D. C. 

Commissioner Clements on September 15 began hear- 
ings on the order of the Commission looking to an exten- 
sion of the uniform bill of lading to the territory south 
of the Ohio and Potomac and east of the Mississippi. 
The morning session was confined to a discussion of the 
points on which issues will be made, the discussion being 
general, so that no time would be wasted in going over 
things on which there is no dispute. Daniel G. Hayne, 
chairman of the committee representing water and rail 
interests in the South, and certain coastwise steamship 
interests, took the burden of justifying the modifications 
which southern interests insist must be made in the uni- 
form bill so as to have it acceptable to the carriers that 
have been insisting upon using a bill not in conformity 
with the bill the Commission thinks should be used 
throughout the country. 

The question of the burden of proof of negligence 
occupied most of the time. Francis B. James suggested 
that section No. 2 might be left out entirely, and Mr. 
Hayne was inclined to agree with him inasmuch as the 
liability of carriers on interstate business is defined by 
the Carmack amendment. Objection to excision was made 
by several on the ground that it is necessary to retain 
that section because the Carmack amendment touches 
only commerce between states, not commerce between 
the District of Columbia and the states, or commerce 
between the United States and Canada. In addition the 
bill of lading is to be used in intrastate commerce, and 
the desire is to limit the liability as to that commerce 
to that imposed by state laws. Carriers do not wish to 
have it inferred from the bill of lading that they are 
willing to assume any liability greater than that imposed 
by the laws. 

Cc. B. Compton and Mr. Hayne defended the “country 
damage” clause which is carried in the southern bill to 
exempt the carriers from liability, as they said, for dam- 
age to cotton that took place while it was still in pos- 
session of the farmer or shipper. 

“The carrier would not be liable for such damage 
anyhow, would it?” asked Judge Clements, who comes 
from the cotton country. He wanted to know how much 
liability carriers avoid by reason of that clause. Mr. 
Compton said that the clause has been in use for at 
least 30 years without complaint on the part of the 
shippers, Judge Clements was a little skeptical on the 
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explanation given on that point. He suggested that in- 
stead of assertions by those present he would like to 
have a witness placed on the stand because there are 
questions of fact that should be ascertained in the regu- 
lar way. 

How great an interest the matter has created may 
be inferred from the number of appearances entered. 

The appearances are as follows: 

J. L. Coleman, F. B. Houghton and H. C. Pribble of 
the Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe; Geo. F. Mead, Bos- 
ton; Thos. B. Paton, general counsel for the American 
Bankers’ Association, New York; C. B. Compton and 
E. S. Jouett of the Louisville & Nashville; J. M. Belle- 
ville, National Industrial Traffic League; W. M. Hopkins, 
Francis B. James, E. E. Williamson, Arthur T. Water- 
fall, G. M. Freer, R. B. Scott, C. S. Jefferson, J. L. 
Coleman, Robert H. Widdicombe, Wallace T. Hughes, F. 
A. Farnham, David T. McCabe, W. P. Burgwin, B. W. 
Marshall, W. F. Masson, W. B. Kelly, James L. King, 
M. F. Baringer, Geo. B. Elliott, Theo W. Reath, Geo. F. 
Brownell, R. Walton Moore, R. S. French, Martin L. 
Clardy, Henry G. Herbel, F. G. Wright, H. G. Wilson, 
Henry W. Bikle, Edward P. Smith, C. C. McCain, Wm. 


Mann, J. C. Lincoln and A. A. Hoehling, Jr. 
The uniform bill of lading hearing, which was sup- 


posed to reach the testimony stage Monday afternoon, 
continued in the argumentative period not only during 
the whole of the afternoon, but also on Tuesday morn- 
ing, with those interested going over the sections of the 
revised standard which the southern carriers are offering 
and attempting to justify as not out of line with the 
efforts of the Commission to bring about uniformity. 

At the Monday afternoon session most of the atten- 
tion was -given to the eighth and ninth sections, pertain- 
ing to the liability of water carriers. It was explained 
that the sections as drawn give to the water carriers 
only what was intended by the laws of Congress. They 
really have no place in a land carrier’s bill of lading, 
except upon the theory that if there are to be through 
movements it is well to have one bill covering the whole 
transaction, and for that reason it is well to have the 
exemptions the laws gives the water carrier set forth in 
the bill. 

Mr. Hayne said that setting forth the exemptions 
of the ocean carriers simplifies the friction that always 
arises between the adjusters when there has been a 
marine loss. Except for such simplication, shippers 
would have to wait for a settlement of their claims until 
the marine underwriters settled their disputes. Under 
the bill of lading proposed the shipper gets his settle- 
ment first and the underwriters proceed with their dis- 
putes without regard to the shipper. 

Mr. Johnston, representing the marine adjusters, ex- 
plained the principle of general average and contribution 
by cargo and by vessel in the event the ship comes to 
disaster, and suggested verbal changes which those pro- 
posing the revision promised to take under advisement. 

The “hearing” on the effort to line up the revised 
standard bill of lading to the uniform bill came to an 
end for the time being on Tuesday afternoon without 
having reached the testimony taking stage. A further 
hearing was tentatively arranged for October 15, but in- 
asmuch as arguments on cases in which Judge Clements 
has taken a leading part have been set for that day, the 
hearing will probably be definitely fixed for the latter part 
of October. 

At the Tuesday afternoon session J. C. Lincoln laid 
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stress upon the fact that no notice is ever given the 
shipper that a shipment has been lost or damaged, and 
that if he finds it out at all it is in an indirect way and 
long after he should have taken steps to supply the de- 
ficiency. He wants the bill to provide for notice of dam- 
age to the shipper and the four months’ limit of damage 
claim to run four months after the carrier has given 
notice that the shipment was lost or damaged. He called 
attention to what he claims is the lack of uniformity 
in the practice of carriers with regard to the four months’ 
limit in which claims may be filed under the terms of 
the bill of lading. On that point Francis B. James argued 
that the bill of lading is so tied up with the rate that 
it should have no weight whatever unless it is made a 
part of the tariff and its terms have been subjected to 
the test of reasonableness. He maintained that to dis- 
regard the four months’ time limit, as is done by some 
carriers witb regard to some shippers is a discrimination 
that is forbidden by law. Some carriers, the discussion 
developed, do not undertake to enforce the four months’ 
rule against shippers whose good faith they do not doubt. 

Commissioner Clements indicated by means of his 
questions that he agrees with the proposition that the 
common law respecting the contract of carriage having 
been superseded by statutes, the bill of lading is subject 
to the statutes, and that any other view allows the modi- 
fication of the law by means of contract between the 
shipper and carrier that is at least repugnant to the 
spirit of the Act to regulate commerce, if not positively 
in contravention of the statute. 

Mr. Hopkins objected to the provision in the bill of 
lading that reserves to the carrier the right to send grain 
to a public elevator without notice. He wants that 
changed so that it may not be done without notice to 
the shipper. Naturally that would call for a modification 
of the section that reserves to the carrier the right to 
hold any or all property in cars or to send it to a public 
warehouse. 

Mr. James brought up the question as to the time 
and place of shipment rule for paying loss and damage 
claims. He cited a case he has for a client relating to 
cottonseed meal shipped from Mississippi to Sunbury in 
which the billing was so changed and exchanged that 
the delivering carrier has thus far refused to settle at 
all, because it has insisted that the original consignor, 
who was shown as X on the Illinois Central billing and 
consignee as X, shall show the invoice price. Mr. Biklé, 
of the Pennsylvania, insisted that he had advised his 
claim agent to pay on the invoice of the consignor and 
consignee at Altoona, where the Star Union Line billing 
was changed so as to show the parties that last figure 
in the transaction. He and Mr. James engaged in a little 
sparring, which resulted in the latter showing that unless 
Mr. Biklé is giving advice to the claim agent of a road 
other than the Pennsylvania he was not in the case at all. 


BANANA RATES CASE REOPENED. 


The Commission has decided to reopen the complaint 
of the Topeka Traffic Association vs. Alabama & Vicksburg 
et al. (5207), particularly in reference to the rates on ban- 
anas from New Orleans and Galveston to Topeka, Kansas 
City, Omaha, Lincoln and Beatrice and the proper adjust- 
ment of such rates as between those destinations. The 
order of June 19 in that complaint, which was to have be- 
come effective Sept. 15, has been vacated and set aside. 
That order directed the carriers to maintain rates on 
bananas from New Orleans and Galveston to Topeka no 
higher than to Lincoln or Beatrice, Neb. 
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MEAT RATES FROM MINNESOTA 


A rehearing was had at Chicago on September 17 befor: 
Examiner Settle in Case No. 4817, George A. Hormel & 
Co. against Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul and the Chi 
cago & Northwestern in the matter of the adjustment o! 
rates on fresh meats and packinghouse products from St 
Paul and Austin, Minn., to Chicago and points beyond, in 
volving both the through and the proportional rates. Th 
present hearing was on a petition of intervention filed by 
Swift & Co. requesting that the rate relationship between 
St. Paul and Austin be maintained, and additfonal car 
riers be made parties defendant. The petition requested 
that the parties defendant include the Chicago, Burlington 
& Quincy, Chicago & Northwestern, Chicago, Rock Island 
& Pacific, Minneapolis, St. Paul & Sault Ste. Marie and the 
Chicago, St. Paul, Minneapolis & Omaha. Appearances 
were entered as follows: For complainant, S. D. Cather 
wood and J. N. Nicholson; for the principal intervener, 
Swift & Co., Albert H. and Henry Veeder and Walter E. 
McCornack of Counsel. Carriers were represented as fol- 
lows: W. D. Burr, St. Paul, C., St. P., M. & O.; R.'B. 
Scott and G. H. Crosby, C., B. & Q.; O. W. Dynes and 
J. G. Love, C., M. & St. P.; R. M. Shaw, Garrard Winston, 
J. G. Morrison, Chicago Great Western; A. H. Lossow and 
W. R. Martin, Soo Line; W. H. Bremmer and F. B. Towns- 
end, M. & St. L.; F. P. Eyman, C. C. Wright and A. F. 
Cleveland, C. & N. W.; W. F. Dickinson and R. G. Brown, 
C., R. I. & P. Ira B. Mills of the Minnesota Railroad & 
Warehouse Commission appeared in behalf of the state. 

The original hearing in this case was in July, 1912, 
and the matter was disposed of by decision No. 2165 of 
the Interstate Commerce Commission reported in 26 I. 
C. C., 112, in which the rate on fresh meat from Austin 
to Chicago was reduced to 18% cents and on packinghouse 
products to 16% cents. In its petition of intervention the 
intervenor stated that the Commission’s decision in one 
respect was based upon misinformation. In its report the 
Commission stated that the case seemed to turn upon the 
point whether Austin properly belongs in the St. Paul 
group, and the solution of this question would appear to 
rest largely upon the relation of St. Paul to Austin, as 
compared to its relations to points in lowa, and the com- 
petition which it encounters between these two localities. 
It is also stated that from the record as a whole the Com- 
mission was satisfied that on Chicago business the com 
plainant encountered keen competition from packers lo- 
cated in Iowa, and the record was equally conclusive that 
from St. Paul to Chicago shipments of packinghouse 
products are so small as to be practically negligible. 

It was brought out upon this point in the course of 
the present hearing that the figures showing the shipments 
from St. Paul to Chicago were shown as only those of 
one line, the C., M. & St. P., none of the other roads having 
put in a statement of the shipments 
lines. 


made over their 


The complainant represented that it had invested sums 
of money aggregating about $2,000,000 in the construction 
and purchase of property, machinery and appliances for 
its packing house at St. Paul, and the aggregate daily 
capacity of the plant was more than 5,000 hogs and 1,500 
cattle; that all of this property would be reduced in value 
if the rates of Austin and St. Paul to Chicago were not 
to be retained on a parity, as they were prior to the 
decision of the Commission to which reference has been 
made. 

It was claimed, also, that though Austin is about 95 
miles from St. Paul the mileage between Austin and Chi- 
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cago on the one hand and St. Paul and Chicago on the 
other is not substantially different, the distance to St. 
Paul being somewhat greater, but not enough to be re- 
flected in a rate or differential for a haul of about 400 
miles. It was alleged also that St. Paul is entitled to 
lower rates than Austin for the reason that nine different 
trunk line carriers serve it, while six run between St. 
Paul and Chicago. There are only two lines serving 
Austin, both of which run between Austin and Chicago. 
St. Paul, therefore, should have the benefit of its superior 
location. 

The only witness on behalf of complainant was H. A. 
Williams for Swift & Co., who filed several exhibits, among 
them one showing that coal, salt and box lumber were 
large items in the business, and the first two items have 
more favorable rates to St. Paul. It was also shown that 
the complainant had more favorable rates on their ma- 
terial inbound to the packing house, and it was inferred 


that the present arrangement would give the complainant - 


- 


about 7 cents the advantage in rates over concerns located 
in St. Paul, including both in and outbound rates. On 
the other hand, it was shown that St. Paul has the ad- 
vantage of about 12 cents to Butte, Winnipeg, Minot, N. 
Dak., and other west and northwestern points. 

J. G. Love, assistant general freight agent, C., M. & 
St. P., was called to the stand to testify briefly. as to the 
conclusion of the Commission that shipments from St. 
Paul were negligible in comparison with shipments from 
lowa points. He stated that the only shipments included 
in the previous testimony were those of the road which 
he represented and that the aggregate of shipments was 
much larger. 

W. H. Bremner made a statement for the M. & St. L. 
in explanation of why that road had intervened. He said 
that it was felt that the results that had followed would 
follow the action taken by the Commission, that St. Paul 
would complain of discrimination in favor of Austin under 
the order of the Commission. It was felt that sufficient 
consideration had not been given to the rights of the pack- 
inghouse plant at South St. Paul. The M. & St. L. does 
not serve Austin, but to a certain extent is interested in 
the service to the plant at St. Paul. It was felt that the 
present arrangement might affect the whole rate adjust- 
ment of the Northwest. He stated also that he believed 
he was speaking equally for the position of the Soo Line, 
the Rock Island and for the C. St. P., M. & O. A plant 
located at Winona had already entered complaint, and one 
at Albert Lea was disposed to do the same. 


C. W. Oberg, traffic manager for George A. Hormel & 
Co. read from a number of statements showing that the 
concern had purchased 1,650 cars of hogs in Iowa in one 
year, and therefore was dependent on localities outside of 
southern Minnesota. He also read a statement of figures 
showing the disadvantage under which Austin labored in 
regard to other commodities. Its coal rates were an ad- 
vance of 10 cents over those of St. Paul; salt, 3 cents; 
saltpeter, 4 cents; paper cartons, 74% cents. As to the 
quantities used, he said that in the year 1911, the fiscal 
year beginning November 1, their consumption was 121 
cars of coal, 36 cars of cooperage, 52 cars of lumber, 40 
of salt, 10 of tin cans, 3 of saltpeter, 17 of wood. It was 
also explained that in some instances, in order to keep 
the plant going it was necessary for complainant to pay 
a part of the freight rates in order to compete with pack- 
ing houses on the Missouri River and in Chicago. The 
company had a large investment in its plant at Austin, 
and found it necessary to keep up its supply of hogs in 
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order to furnish its regular customers to prevent their 
dealing with other concerns. A statement of the percent- 
ages of its products shipped to northwestern points and 
to Chicago and the East was read, which showed that a 
considerable percentage went to western and northwestern 
points, but in explanation of this it was stated that most 
of the business in this territory was upon the company’s 
specialties, and that the shipments to Chicago were what 
were called standard materials, the value of which was 
very different. 

On cross-examination Mr. McCornack endeavored to 
show by analysis of the figures that the extra rates upon 
coal and other material had a very small influence when 
distributed over the output of the concern, some 55,000,000 
lbs., which, it was estimated, would dress at about 80 per 
cent of the receipts. This, the witness contended, was 
misleading without the explanation that he had given in 
regard to the specialties and the standard products. Much 
also of their specialized products sell in the South and 
Southwest, where the same rates were enjoyed from Austin 
as from St. Paul. 

E. M. Doane, representing the sales department of 
Hormel & Co., was called to the stand in regard to the 
location of the markets and competition which the com- 
plainant had to meet. 

At the conclusion of the hearing the dates October 20, 
November 5 and November 15 were set for filing briefs. 


ORDER ON TRANSIT RATES 


THE TRAFFIC SERVICE NEWS BUREAU, 
Colorado Building, Washington, D. C. 
The following order has been issued as of September 


13 in I..& S. Docket No. 195: -In the Matter of the In- 
vestigation and Suspension of Advances in Rates by Car- 
riers for the Transportation of Wheat From Kansas City, 
Mo., and Other Points, to Edwardsville, Ill., Lawrence- 
ville, [ll., and Other Points. 

It appearing, That on Dec. 7, 1912, the Commission 
entered upon an investigation concerning the propriety 
of the advances and the lawfulness of the rates, charges, 
regulations and practices stated in the schedules con- 
tained in the tariffs designated as: 

The Chicago & Alton Railroad Co.: 


I. C. C. No. A-531. 

Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Railroad Co.: 

Supplement No. 27 to C., B. & Q. I. C. C. No. 9320, 
effective Dec. 16, 1912. ° 

Supplement No. 29 to C., B. & Q. I. C. C. No. 9741. 

Supplement No. 1 to C., B. & Q. I. C. C. No. 10644. 

Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Ry.: 

Supplement No. 11 to I. C. C. No. C-8979. 

Supplement No. 1 to I. C. C. No. C-9408. 

The Missouri Pacific Railway Co.; St. Louis, Iron 
Mountain & Southern Railway Co.: 

Supplement No. 6 to I. C. C. No. A-2086. 

The Wabash Railroad: 

Supplement No. 21 to I. C. CG. No. 1902; I. C. C. No. 
3146. 

Supplement No. 1 to I. C. C. No. 3146. 
and subsequently ordered that the operation of the said 
schedules- contained in ‘said tariffs be suspended until 
Oet. 14, 1913:- 

It further appearing, That a full investigation of the 
matters and things involved has been had, and that the 
Commission, on June 5, 1913, has made and submitted a 
report containing its findings of fact and conclusions 
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thereon, which said report is hereby referred to and made 
a part hereof: 

And it further appearing, That tariffs have not been 
filed with the Commission providing milling in transit at 
a charge not exceeding one-half cent per 100 pounds at 
all of the stations involved in this proceeding, or other- 
wise placing protestants upon a basis of substantial rate 
equality with their competitors, and that the tariffs pro- 
viding for the cancellation of the 13-cent rate to Illinois 
Central stations have not been canceled: 

It is ordered, That the carriers respondent herein, and 
designated in said tariffs, be, and they are hereby, noti- 
fied and required to cancel, on or before Oct. 14, 1913, 
the rates and charges stated in the schedules specified 
in said orders of suspension. 

And it is further ordered, That said respondents be, 
and they are hereby, notified and required to establish, 
on or before Oct. 14, 1913, upon notice to the Interstate 
Commerce Commission and the general public by not 
less than five days’ filing and posting in the manner pre- 
scribed in section 6 of the Act to regulate commerce, and 
for a period of two years after said Oct. 14, 1913, to main- 
tain and apply from the points of origin to the points of 
destination named in the schedules covered by said orders 
of suspension rates for the transportation of grain and 
grain products not in excess of those applicable from 
said points of origin to said points of destination in effect 
on Dec. 6, 1912. 


MERCHANTS AND RAILWAY RATES 


THE TRAFFIC SERVICE NEWS BUREAU. 
Colorado Building, Washington, D. C. 

An address of particular pertinence to the present 
business situation, as it relates to the railroads, was 
delivered recently by John Claflin, president of the whole- 
sale firm of H. B. Claflin & Co., who, in discussing the 
factors concerned in the high cost of living and the 
possible influence of tariff revision, turned to the rail- 
roads as offering the best solution of the question. 

“The railroads up to a certain point have offered the 
best solution of this question,” said Mr. Claflin, “that is, 
in a largely increased business. They have reached a 
point now when it seems as.if business could not be very 
largely increased further, without much expenditure for 
betterments and for extensions. Where will the money 
be had for this purpose? Hitherto, the railroads have 
been the preferred borrowers. They could get the money 
at lower rates than any other industries. But now, with 
the increased wages which they are paying, which they 
have recently allowed, there is some doubt in the minds 
of the investing community, whether or not, with rates 
as they stand at the present time, there is a safe margin 
of profit, so that the railroads can pay their interest 
charges, a reasonable return to their stockholders, and 
can put back into the properties enough to insure con- 
tinuing efficiency. 

“This doubt is a serious matter. It is very impor- 
tant that it should be dissipated, and it seems to me 
that the merchants of this country could do very much 
to dissipate it. 

“The question, of course, will be with the merchants, 
can they afford to pay increased charges? Now, speak- 
ing as a wholesale merchant in New York, I would seem 
to view this matter from a somewhat academic stand- 
point, because a wholesaler in New York does not pay 
an important part of transportation charges. They are 
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mainly paid by the people in the West on the freight 
that goes from New York outward, and, of course, it is 
practically all of that kind. But I speak now as an 
investor in mercantile businesses throughout the countr) 
from the Atlantic to the Pacific, and as such investor 
my personal investigation, of course, has to be thoroug! 
and reasonably accurate. In that way I feel that I can 
speak somewhat impartially for the merchants generally 
throughout the country. 


“Let us take now, as a concrete example, a retail 
mercantile business (the retail businesses are many and 
the wholesale businesses comparatively few), one of 
moderate size, say, a million dollars in sales, located 
pretty well out West; west of the Mississippi River; 
perhaps between the Mississippi River and the Rocky 
Mountains. Now such a business would pay probably 
$25,000 a year in freight and express charges. Suppose 
the railroads were allowed to increase their charges 12 
per cent, taking round figures. That would increase the 
payment of our typical merchant $3,000.” 


AS MR. MUDGE SEES IT 


H. U. Mudge, president Rock Island, in an interview 
in the Wall Street Journal, says: 

“IT have just come home from my vacation, and I 
have not enough data for a proper guess as to the effect 
of the drouth upon our traffic, but it will be less than 
in the case of some of our neighbors and less than gen- 
erally supposed. Corn as corn is a small item with us. 
The loss of live stock is a much more serious matter. 
What the effect of the drouth will be upon rural pur- 
chasing power is problematical. It will not be conspic- 
uous because the farmers have had several good years 
and some good crops this year. A few years ago such 
a drouth would have caused a stampede of emigration, 
but our people will stay where they are, and thus far 
this year we have had a normal immigration of settlers. 
The drouth may check that movement a while. Some 
compensatory features of the heavy loss of feed crops 
will be conservation of soil products, more scientific till- 
age and an unusual special haul between the points of 
plenty and the points of scarcity. In the latter respect 
our northwestern neighbors, who have had no drouth, 
will be especially favored. The live stock shortage is 
accentuated only temporarily because farmers generally 
are feeding more and more. 

“Now comes the steel car into obtrusive view. We 
have built only steel cars the past four years, and all 
of our main lines are practically equipped with them. 
It has cost a great deal besides the difference in price 
of cars steel and cars wooden, because we have had to 
get larger engines and strengthen our roadbed accord- 
ingly with heavier rails and heavier bridges. That may 
be all right, too, although the steel car is still a good 
deal of an experiment in every way, but to talk of com- 
pelling the railroads to substitute all wooden with steel 
cars within a specified period of, say, five years, is 
physically and financially impossible. There is not 
enough money in the country for one thing. President 
Runnells, of the Pullman, told me not long ago that it 
would take the company seven years operating its plant 
to capacity to build enough steel cars to replace all its 
wooden or partially wooden ones. We hope the Commerce 
Commission will have latitude as in the case of automatic 
couplers and air brakes.” 
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Conducted by 
CHARLES CONRADIS, 


General Counsel, The Traffic Service Bureau. 


In this department we shali answer simple questions relat- 
ing to the law of Interstate transportation of freight. Readers 
desiring special service by requiring immediate answer may 
secure privately written answers to their inquiries by the pay- 
ment of a small fee, given on application. 

Address Legal Department, The Traffic Service Bureau, 
Colorado Building, Washington, D. C 


Higher Rate in Consequence of Shipper’s Routing. 


Kentucky.—‘“‘We recently made a shipment of a car 
of window glass from Weston, W. Va., to Spartanburg, 
S. C. Our factory, through error, routed this car via 
L. & N. at Cincinnati and car was therefore overcharged 
when arriving at destination. We took the matter up 
in form of claim, but it seems as though we are unable 
to collect the overcharge, from the fact that the car 
was routed via L. & N. at Cincinnati. Will you kindly 
advise us if there is no ruling in effect whereby the rail- 
road company is compelled to forward shipments via route 
taking lowest rate, regardless of the way it is routed by 
shipper? If it is routed by him and it would take a higher 
rate, is there not a rule whereby they should notify him 
and allow him to correct the mistake?” 

It is the duty of the carrier to transport shipments 
via the route designated by the shipper, and if this causes 
additional expense to the shipper, the carrier is relieved 
of the obligation to forward via a cheaper route and 
incurs no liability therefor. Counsil vs. St. L. & S. F. 
R. Co., 16 I. C. C., 188; Bregman & Co. vs. Pennsylvania 
Co. et al., 15 I. C. C., 478; Poor Grain Co. vs. C., B. & Q. 
Ry. Co. et al., 12 I. C. C., 418. Routing instructions are 
given by shippers for different reasons, concerning which 
a carrier has no right to question. A shipper might be- 
lieve that one route.is safer or more expeditious than 
another; he may prefer to deal with one carrier rather 
than another, or he might enjoy benefits that are not 
available under tariffs applicable to another route. 

* * Ok 


Distance Tariff for Local Shipments Not Applicable to 
Interstate Shipments. 


Missouri.—‘We have a shipment starting from point 
A, in the state of Arkansas, to point C, also in the state 
of Arkansas. Point B, also in the state of Arkansas, is 
the junction point of the two lines handling the shipment; 
the AB Railway Co, handling the shipment from A 
to B, and the BC Railway Co. from B to C. In movement 
over the AB line the car crosses the Arkansas state line 
at one point and returns immediately, and accordingly 
business over this line has been classed as interstate 
traffic, and the interstate local rate applied for the trans- 
portation A to B. This shipment was billed through from 
A to C. The B and C Railway has no joint tariff, or 
arrangement with the AB Railway, and the movement 
over the BC line is entirely within the confines of the 
state of Arkansas, but the BC company demands the 
application of its interstate mileage rates for its ‘local’ 
between B and C, to the exclusion of the Arkansas intra- 
state mileage rate, which is somewhat less. Had the 
shipment originated at B, there would, of course, be no 
question about the matter. As it did originate at B, to 
all intents and purposes, in so far as the BC Railway 
is concerned, and in so far as it would acknowledge in 
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any other matter, is it your opinion that the interstate 
movement over the prior AB rails requires the application 
of the interstate mileage rate over the BC rails, for the 
strictly intrastate haul between points B and C?” 

The shipment having been billed through from A 
to C in the state of Arkansas, and while en route having 
passed through another state, was not confined within 
one state, and is therefore, in its aspect of commerce, a 
through interstate shipment. The determinative feature 
of a through shipment is an agreement between the 
shipper and carrier at the inception of the carriage that 
the freight shall be transported to the point of des- 
tination. (8 I. C. C., 121) A through rate is the rate 
applicable from the point of origin of a shipment to its 
destination, and may be a combination of separately 
established rates applicable on through business over a 
through route which does not enjoy a joint rate. (13 
I. C. C., 154.) The BC Railway Co. should, therefore, 
assess its interstate mileage rate and not its Arkansas 
intrastate mileage rate on the shipment in question. 

e & + 

Carrier Not Responsible for Unavoidable Delay. 

California.—“A carload of oranges from a California 
point is billed by consignor to himself at Buffalo, N. Y. 
On a Saturday morning he receives notice from his Buf- 
falo agent of arrival of car, and at 8 a. m. presents the 
local office of the initial carrier an order diverting the 
car from Buffalo to a firm in Boston. Tariffs permit of 
such diversion. Owing to telegraph wires all being busy 
the local office does not get the order transmitted to the 
diversion manager at Los Angeles until 9 a. m. On 
account of the difference in time of three hours, it is 
slightly after noon before the order is received in Buf- 
falo, and, it being Saturday afternoon, the diversion 
cannot be made until Monday morning. Shipper enters 
claim for damages account undue delay in making diver: 
sion and consequent loss of market. In your opinion, does 
he have sufficient ground for such action, and do you 
consider the initial carrier at fault?” 

If the goods are intended for sale in the market at 
destination and the carrier unreasonably and negligently 
delays their transportation, and if the goods of the par 
ticular kind ‘have fallen in market yalue during the 
delay, or if they have depreciated in quality because of 
the delay, damages will be computed on the basis of the 
difference between the market value when the goods 
should have arrived and the value at the time of their 
delivery, the carrier being liable to the extent of the 
depreciation. And even though there is no difference in 
the value of the goods when they should have arrived 
and when they did in fact arrive, yet the shipper will 
be entitled to recover nominal damages. But a mere 
delay is not evidence of negligence in transportation. 
Unavoidable delay is not negligence. A carrier is not 
bound to use any extraordinary exertions nor to incur 
heavy expense in order to hasten the carrigae of goods. 
All that can be required is reasonable diligence. Accord- 
ingly, it has been held that delays occasioned by deep 
snow, the washing away of a bridge, obstructions through 
unusual quantities of freight, and atmospheric conditions 
rendering the telegraph wires by which -the trains were 
directed in their movements, unavailable, causing a delay 
in the shipment of freight (Ry. Co. vs. Haynes, 3 Tex. 
Civ. App., 20), were such circumstances as would excuse 
a carrier. An unusual press of business over the wires 
by which the direction of the car’s movement was delayed 
is not a circumstance for which the carrier can be held 
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responsible, if it promptly proceeded with the perform- 
ance of the reconsignment order on the removal of the 
impediment. 


* * * 
Contracts Limiting Liability on Baggage Must Be Specific. 


New York.—‘I buy a ticket and check my trunk on 
it from a point outside of New York state to New York 
City. My trunk does not weigh over 150 pounds, and 
nothing is asked of me with regard to the value and 
I make no declaration in regard to its value. The trunk 
and contents are worth $3,000 and it is lost in trans- 
portation. I make a claim against the railroad company 
for the value of the trunk and contents, and-it replies 
that its tariff, filed and published, limits its liability to 
$100, in the absence of a declaration on my part of a 
greater value. I have no knowledge of the tariff. Am I 
entitled to $100 or can 1 recover the full value of my 
trunk?” 

The United States Supreme Court held, in the cases 
of Adams Express Co. vs. E. H. Croninger; C., B. & Q. 
Ry. Co. vs. H. F. Miller, and C., St. P., M. & O. Ry. Co. 
vs. Bud R Latta, that a common carrier may, by a fair, 
open, just and reasonable agreement, limit the amount 
recoverable by a shipper in case of loss or damage to 
an agreed value, and that the knowledge of the shipper 
that the rate was based upon the value was to be pre- 
sumed from the terms of the receipt or bill of lading 
and of the published schedules filed with the Commis- 
sion. In those cases, the evidence showed that the receipt 
or bill of lading placed a value upon the shipment, and 
recited that the schedules of rates and regulations were 
based upon values and filed with the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission. 
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In general, it may be stated that there is no dis- 
tinction between the baggage of a passenger and ordi- 
nary goods, in respect to the rights of the parties to 
enter into contracts limiting the liability of the carrier 
The §S. S. Co., 57 N. Y., 1.) A distinction, 
respect to terms or conditions intended to 
limit the carrier’s liability exists between the ordinary 
receipt delivered by the carrier for shipment of mer 
chandise and baggage checks which are issued to pas 
sengers for their baggage. (See section 1298, Vol. 3, 
Hutchinson on Carriers, 3d edition.) The assent of the 
passenger to any limitation of liability will not be im 
plied where the nature of the transaction is not such 
as necessarily to charge the passenger with knowledge 
that the ticket or check contains a contract. (Mauritz 
vs. The R. R., 23 Fed. Rep., 765.) Neither will a pre- 
sumption arise that the person accepting the ticekt had 
knowledge of any written or printed limitations which 
were not properly a part of the contract embodied in 
the ticket. Or, if the ticket does not of itself import a 
special contract, no presumption will arise that the pas- 
senger accepting the ticket had knowledge of any limita- 
tions which were written or printed upon it. (The 
Majestic, 166 U. S., 375; The Minnetonka, 132 Fed. Rep., 
52; R. R. Co. vs. Campbell, 36 Ohio State, 647; Rauchan 
vs. The R. R., 71 Vt., 142; K. C., ete., R. Co., Rodebaugh, 
38 Kan, 45.) 

However, in the absence of any express contract, or 
clear knowledge on the part of the carrier, the value of 
baggage for the loss of which a passenger may recover is 
confined to such a quantity and value as passengers, under 
like circumstances and in like conditions of life, usually 
personal use or convenience in 


(Steers vs. 
however, in 


or ordinarily carry for 


traveling. 


Docket of The Commission 


5§945—Albert Miller & Co. vs. C. St. P. 
5062—Goldfield Consolidated Milling and Trans. Co. 


Note.—Items in the Docket marked with an asterisk (*) are 
new and have not been carried in the publication during the 
preceding week. 


September 20—Milwaukee, Wis.—Examiner Esch. 
|. & S. 174—In the matter of the investigation and suspen- 
sion of advances in Break Bulk rates by carriers for the 
transportation of grain and grain products from Milwaukee, 
Manitowoc and Kewaunee, Wis., to Boston, Mass., New 
York, N. Y., Philadelphia, Pa., Baltimore, Md., and other 
points. 


September 20—Houston, Tex.—Examiner Prouty: 
745—Chamber of Commerce, Houston, Tex, vs. Int. Gt. 
Ry. Co. et al. 


September 20—Chicago, Ill—Special Examiner Pugh: 
4421—United States Gypsum Co. vs. C. R. I. & P. Ry. Co. 
5816—Hanley Bros. Co. vs. C. M. & St. P. Ry. Co. et al. 
5868—American Hair Felt Co. vs. C. M. & St. P. Ry. Co. et al. 


September 22—Chicago, Ill.—Special Examiner Pugh: 
5871—Ludowici Celadon Co. vs. C. & E. I. R. R. Co. et al. 
5892—Standard Oil Co. vs. Pa. Co. et al. 
6915—-Chas. Weisse & Co. vs. C. H. & D. Ry. Co. et al. 
§916—Vulcan Detinning Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. Co. et al. 
5934—Fullerton Mange Tie Co. vs. Mo. Pac. Ry. Co. et al. 
*Fourth Section Application No. 2103. 

September 22—Wichita, Kan.—Examiner Esch. 

i. & S. 278—Flaxseed rates from Minneapolis, Minn., and 
other points to Kansas City, Mo., Fredonia, Kan., and other 
points. 

September 22—St. Louis, Mo.—Examiner Settle: 
wi S. 277—Straw rates from stations in Missouri to Alton, 


Nor. 


5863—Blakeslee Mfg. Co. vs. Pa. R. R. Co. et al. 
5869—East St. Louis Walnut Co. vs. St. L. I. M. & Sou. Ry. 
Co. et al, ; 
September 23—Wichita, Kan.—Examiner Esch. 
i. & S. 293—Refrigeration charges on fruits and vegetables 
from Colorado to Kansas points. 
September 23—Boston, Mass.—Commissioner Prouty: 
In re rates classification, regulations and practices of 
carriers. 
Sept 28—Chicago, Ill.—Special Examiner Pugh: 
ry Manufacturing Co. et al. vs. Mo. Pac. Co. et al. 
utting Bros. Ice Co. vs. M. St. P. & S. 9. M. Ry. Co. 


M. & O. R. R. Co. et al 

vs. A. T 
& S. F. et al. 

5796—W. A. Plummer Mfg. Co. vs. 


September 23—Galveston, Tex.: 
5758—American Round Bale Press Co. vs. A. 
Co. et al. 
5759—Anderson-Clayton Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. 


September 24—Milwaukee, Wis.—Special Examiner Pugh: 
5850—Hoyt & Berger vs. C. & N. W. Ry. Co. 
5984—W. F. Cadow vs. C. St P. M. & O. Ry. Co. et al. 


September 24—Oklahoma City, Okla.—Examiner Esch. 
i. & S. 236—Omaha-Oklahoma Fresh Meat Rates. 

September 24—Louisville, Ky.—Examiner Settle: 
5688—Kentucky Distilleries & Warehouse Co. vs. L. & N 

Co, et al. 

September 25—Green Bay, Wis.—Special Examiner Pugh: 
5887—Dorschell Produce Co. vs. C. M. & St. P. Ry. Co. 

September 25—Louisville, Ky.—Examiner Settle: 
4930—Young & Cutsinger vs. LL & N. R. R. Co. et al. 
5870—St. Matthews Produce Exchange, Inc., vs. L. & N. R 


R. Co. 
5888—L. O. Collier vs. Sou. Ry. Co. et al. 


September 25—Louisville, Ky.—Special Examiner Settle: 
*Fourth Section Application No, 1952. 


September 26—Shreveport, La.—Examiner Vsch. 
1, & SS. 223—Lumber rates from Texas, 
Arkansas to Oklahoma and Missourt. 


September 26—Wausau, Wis.—Special Examiner Pugh: 
5895—Torney Cedar Co. vs. C. & N. W. Ry. Co. et al. 


September 26—Louisville, Ky.—Examiner Settle: 
5894—Louis P. Hyman & Co. vs. L. & N. R. R. Co. 
5937—W. P. Brown & Sons Co. et al. va. L. & N. R. R. Co. 


September 27—La Crosse, Wis.—Special Examiner Pugh: 
5955—John Gund Brewing Co. et al. vs. C., M. & St. P. Ry. Co. 


September 29—Alexandria, La.—Examiner Esch. 
5486—Brown-Roberts Hardware & Supply Co., Ltd., vs. La 
Ry. & Nav. Co. et al. ; 
5579—Albert Jacob vs. Sou. Pac. et al. 
5885—Gulf Lumber Co. vs. Morgan’s La. 
S. S. Co. et al. 
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September 29—Minneapolis, Minn.—Special Examiner Pugh: 
5932—Northwestern Compo Board Co. vs. Ahnapee & West 
Ry. Co. 
5961—Atwood Stone Co. vs. C. M. & St. P. Ry. Co. et al. 
5985—Drake Mable & Tile Co. vs. Gt. Nor. Ry. Co. 


October 1—Superior, Wis.—Special Examiner Pugh: 
5834—E. Dancicer vs. P. C. C. & St. L. Ry. Co. et al 


October 3—Lynchburg, Va.—Examiner Esch. 
5813—Lynch Cotton Mill Co. vs, Norf. & West. Ry. Co. et al 


October 4—Buffalo, N. Y.—Special Examiner Pugh: 

5964—F, W. Woolworth Co. vs. Old Dom. S. 38. Co. et al. 

6974—Buffalo Coal Storage Co. vs. San Antonio & A. P. Ry 
Co. et al. 

6993—Churchill Grain & Seed Co. vs. West Shore R. R. Co 
et al. 

October 6—New York, N. Y.—Examiner Elder: 

5393—National Kaggage Committee vs. A. 1. & S. F. Ry. Co. 

October 6—Danville, Va.—Special Examiner Mackley: 

*5027—City of Danville, Va., vs. Sou. Ry. Co. et al. 

October 8—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 

*5722—Stephan, D. E., vs. C. & P. Telephone Co. 

*4262—In the matter of the investigation of alleged unreason- 
able rates and practices involved in the transportation of 
live stock, packing house products and fresh meats from 
various southwestern points to packing houses and from 
thence to various destinations, 

*5195—R,. R. Commissioners of the State of Florida vs. A. C. 
L. R. R. Co. et al. ; 

*!, & S. 270—Scrap iron rates between Duluth, Minn., and Chi- 
cago, ill, and other points. 

October 9—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 

"1. & S. 242—Chicago switching charges. 

*5273—Priaham, R. W., VS. So. Pac. et al, 

*5441—Iowa & Southwestern Ry. Co. vs. C. B. & Q. R. R. Co. 

*5733—Colonial Navigation Co. vs. N. Y. N. H. & H. R. R. Co. 

October 10—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 

*5763—Damon, Howard P., et al. vs. Crosby Transp. Co. et al. 

*5800—Wichita Business Assn, vs. A. IT. & S. F. Ry. Co, et al. 

October 11—Argument at Washington, D. C.: ; 

*|, & S. 202—Advances on lumber and other commodities from 
Oregon, Washington and other states to eastern points, 

*5036—iOmpire Coke Co. vs. Buff. & Susq. R. R. Co. et al. 

October 13—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 

*|, & S. 252—Kansas City & Memphis Ry. Co, rate cancella- 
tion. 

*5822—Hammerschmidt & Franzen Co. vs. C. & N. W. Ry. Co. 
et al. 


*l. & S. No, 225—Detroit switching charges. 

*1. & §S. 181—Covers schedules providing for cancellation of 
joint rates for the transportation of coal from mines in 
Kentucky and West Virginia to Milwaukee, Kewauhee and 
Manitowoc, Wis., via Pere M, R. R. & Car Ferry. 

October 16—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 

*5269—Texarkana Freight Bureau et al. vs. St. L. L M. & Sou. 
Ry. Co. et al. 

*4705—Gilmore, Thos. W., & Co. et al. vs. C. & N. W. Ry. Co. 
et al. 

*1, & S. 246—Lake and rai! butter and eggs rates: 

*5375—Norman Lumber Co. et al. vs. L. & N. R. R. Co. et al. 

October 17—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 

*5419—Board of Trade of the City of Chicago vs. A. T. & 8S. F. 
Ry. Co. et al. 

*5658—Hughes Creek Coal Co. et al. vs. Kanawha & Mich. Ry. 


Co. et al. 

*5572—Campbell’s Creek Coal Co, vs. Ann Arbor R. R. Co. 
et a.l 

*5584—Campbell’s Creek R. R. Co. vs. Ann Arbor R. R. Co. 
et al. 


*5651—Dickinson, H. C., et al. vs. Ann Arbor R. R. Co, et al. 


October 18—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 

*4677—Pemecky Co. et al. vs. M. K. & T. Ky. Co. of Tex. et al. 
*4768—Griffing, W. A., et al, vs. C. & N. W. Ry. Co. et al. 
*5601—Jenkins & Co. et al. vs. O. S. L. R. R. Co. et al. 
*5268—Retail Merchants Assn. of Mont. et al. vs. Nor. Pac. Co. 

et al. 

*5206—Yegan Bros. vs. C. B. & Q. R. R. Co. ef al. 
*5650—Charles Becker (Wisconsin Coal Co.) vs. Pere M. R. R. 

Co. et al. 

October 20—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 2 - 
*5354—In the matter of practices and regulations governing 
the issuance, sale and exchange of mileage books. 
*5447—Cheek, C. T. & Sons et al. vs. Can. Pac. Ry. Co. et al. 


October 21—Washington, D. C.—Special Examiner Rynder: 
*5278—Spring Coal Co. vs. Norf. & West. Ry. Co. 
Fourth Section Application Nos. 603, 682 and 4475. 


October 21—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 

*5425—National Coal Co. vs. B. & O. R. R. Co. 

*5626—Grand Rapids Plaster Co. vs. L. 8S. & M. S. Ry. Co. et al. 
*5734—Huerfano Coal Co. et al. vs. Colo, & So. R. R. Co, et al. 


October 22—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 

*5655—Omaha Grain Exchange vs. C. R. l. & P. Ry. Co. 

*5771—Wausau Advancement Co. et al. vs. C. & N. W. Ry. Co. 
et al. 

*5630—Memphis Freight Bureau for Butler Lumber & Shingle 
Co. et al, vs. Ill. Cent. R. R. Co. et al. 


October 23—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 

*|, & S. 217—Storage charges in Central Freight Assn. terr. 

*1, & S. 264—Fabrication in transit charges. 

ea Coast Growers’ & Shippers’ Assn. vs. Am. Ex. 
Co. et al. 


*5599—Kenner Truck Growers’ Assn. vs. ‘Ill. Cent. R. R. Co. 


et al. 
*5595—New Orleans Vegetable Growers’, Merchants’ and Ship- 
pers’ Assn. vs. Ill, Cent. R. R. Co. et al. 
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*5600—Roseland Truck Farmers’ Assn, vs. Ill. Cent. R. R. Co. 


October 24—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 

*1277—Carl Eichenberg vs. So. Pac. Co. et al. 

*5484—Exnns Milling Co. vs. C. R. I. & P. Ry. Co, et al. 
*5777—Lake Superior Paper Co. vs. D. 8. S. & A. Ry. Co. et al. 


DIGEST OF NEW COMPLAINTS 


No. 6038. Gulf Lumber Co., St. Louis, Mo. 
Southern et al. 
Excessive rates and charges on lumber and for 
from Fullerton, La., to points of destination showe int Caen 
S. Fay, Agent, Tariff, 1. C. C. No. 2454-B, by reason of can- 
celation of joint through rates. Reparation is asked on all 
shipments since April 30, 1912, and for such further relief as 
the Commission may find complainant entitled to. 


No. 6039. Patent Vulcanite Roofing Co., Chicz - 
napee & Western Railway et al. $ OO E+ : Ee 
Alleges unjust, unreasonable and discriminatory rates on 
roofing material between Chicago and points in lllinois, Wis- 
consin, Michigan, lowa, Missouri, Nebraska, Kansas, Colorado 
Minnesota, North Dakota and South Dakota. Asks for the 
establishment of maxima rates and reparation, 


No. 6051. Rockford (lll.) Manufacturers’ and Shippers’ Associa- 
tion vs. Atchison, Topeka & Santa t’e Railway Co. et al. 
Against rates on mixed carloaus of turniture between Rock- 
fora, lit., and points of destination in California, Oregon and 
Washington as being unjust ana unreasonable, Cease and de- 
sist oraer asked for ana the establishment of maxima rates. 
No. 6052. Judd & Deitweiler, Inc., vs. Baltimore & Ohio et al. 
Unreasonable, unjust and unjustly discriminatory and un- 
duly prejudicial class rates from New York, Philadelphia and 
Boston, to Washington, LD. C., by reason of the filing of tar- 
ifts canceling tree store door delivery. Hearing ana investi- 
gation askea for, cease and desist order, the fixing of maxi- 
mum rates and charges between the points named, 





» vs. Alabama Great 


No. 6053. Wichita (Kan.) Produce Exchange et al. vs. Ala- 


bama & Vicksburg Ry. Co. et al, 

Unjust and unreasonable rates from New Orleans, 80 cents, 
and trom Galveston, 70 cents, on bananas from those points 
to Wichita and Hutchinson, Kan, Just and reasonable ear- 
load ratings asked for and reparation. 


No, 6054. Merchants’ & Manufacturers’ Association, Baltimore, 
mMd., vs. B. & O. R. R. Co, et al. 

Against the class rates from Boston, Providence, New York, 
and Philadelphia to Baltimore, Md., as unreasonable and un- 
just, absolutely and relatively unjustly discriminatory, unduly 
prejudicial. Hearing and investigation asked for, cease and 
desist order, the fixing of maxima rates, the determination of 
the amount of damages, and such further orders as the Com- 
mission may deem the petitioners entitled to. 


No. 6055. Barnhart Mfg. Co. of Charlotte, N. C., vs. Southern 
Ry. Co. et al. 

Against rates on factory sweepings to Charlotte from 
points on the line of the defendant carriers in Georgia and 
Alabama as unjust, excessive, unreasonable and unlawful. 
Ask for the fixing of reasonable and non-discriminatory rates 
and reparation, 

No. 6056. East St. Louis Walnut Co., East St. Louis, Mo., vs. 
St. Louis Southwestern. 

Against a rate of 11% cents on walnut lumber from Rector, 
Ark., to East St. Louis as unjust and unreasonable. Reason- 
able maxima rates asked for and reparation. 

No. 6057. Dolese Bros. Co., Chicago, Ill, vs. Chicago & North- 
western et al. 

Against a rate of 39 cents per 100 pounds for the transpor- 
tation of 1 steam dipper shovel handle from So. Milwaukee, 
Wis., to Buffalo, lowa, as unreasonable and unjust. Ask for 
the establishment of a reasonable rate not to exceed 24.2 
cents per 100 pounds, and reparation. 

No. 6058. Demoll, O. J., & Co. et al. vs. Southern Ry. Co. et al. 

Against the class rates from Boston, New “York, Philadel- 
phia, Trenton, Wilmington and Baltimore and other New 
England and eastern cities rate territory made with relation 
to the cities named to Washington, D. C., as being excessive, 
unreasonable and unjust, discriminatory and unduly prefer- 
ential that the rates referred to above to Washington and 
from Washington to points in Virginia, North Carolina, South 
Carolina, Georgia, Florida, Alabama and Mississippi are un- 
lawfully discriminatory as_against Washington and in favor 
of Baltimore, Alexandria and Richmond. Hearing and inves- 
tigation asked for, cease and desist order, the establishment 
of maxima rates for the future which shall be reasonable, 
just and non-discriminatory, and reparation. 

No. = Norcross-West Marble Co. vs. Rutland R. R. Co. 
et al. 

Against a rate of 15 cents per 100 pounds on 93 carloads 
sawed marble from Manchester, Vt., to De La Vergne Sid- 
ing, New York, as excessive, unjust and unreasonable. Ask 
for rate of 14 cents and reparation. 

No. 6060. Chamber of Commerce Freight Bureau, Macon, Ga., 
vs. Cincinnati, New Orleans & Texas Pacific et al. 

Against the rates on leather for manufacturing purposes 
from Ohio and Mississippi Rivers to Macon as unjust and un- 
reasonable, by reason of the absence of a carload rating. 
Ask for through carload, rating of not to exceed 54 cents 
from Cincinnati, Louisvill®, Evansyille, Cairo, Lexington and 
Paducah, and other gateways in proportion. 

No. 6061. Mt. Pleasant Fertilizer Co. of Mt. Pleasant, Tenn., vs. 

East Jordan & Southern R. R. Co. et al. 

Against a rate of 56.5 cents on acetate of lime from East 
Jordan, Mich., to Mt. Pleasant, as unjust, unreasonable and 
discriminatory. Ask for a rate of not to exceed 27.5 cents 
and reparation. 
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No. 6062. Chattanooga Sewer Pipe and Fire Brick Co. vs. 
Southern Ry. 

Against a rate of 16.6 cents on sewer pipe from Chatta- 
nooga, Tenn., to Florence, 8. C., as unreasonable and dis- 
criminatory, to the extent that it exceeded 14.3 cents, which 
is asked for as a reasonable rate for future shipments and 
reparation on that basis. 

No. 6063. Chattanooga Sewer Pipe and Fire Brick Co. et al. vs. 
Alabama Great Southern et al. 

Against rate of 19 cents on sewer pipe from Chattanooga, 
Tenn., to Plaquemine, La., as unreasonable and discrimina- 
tory. Rate of 13 cents asked for and reparation. 

No. 6064. Squire Dingee Co., Chicago, Ill., vs. Chicago & Hast- 
ern Illinois R. R. 

Against a rate of 13.5 cents per 100 pounds on shipments of 
empty barrels from St. Louis to Chicago, as unreasonable, 
unjust and excessive. Ask for maximum rate, not to ex- 
ceed 10.7 cents, and reparation down to that basis. 

No, 6065. Kalamazoo Tank and Silo Co., Kalamazoo, Mich., vs. 
reparation. 
Michigan Central et al. 

Against rates on wooden silos from 
in Illinois as unjust and unreasonable due to absence of 
through rates. Just and reasonable rates asked for and 

No. 6066. Drouhard Bros. et al., motor cycle dealers, vs. Inter- 
national & Great Northern et al. 

Allege unjust, unreasonable and discriminatory rates on 
motor cycles from points in Illinois, Wisconsin, Colorado, 
Massachusetts, Ohio, Michigan, New York, Indiana, Tennes- 
see, Pennsylvania, Iowa, to destinations in Nebraska, Kan- 
sas, Louisiana, Texas, by the reason of the fact that two 
and one-half times first class is charged from all points west 
of the Mississippi River, from Des Moines, Ia., to the Mississippi 
River, from Duluth, Minn., and from Chicago, Ill., to Hibbing, 
Minn., as unjust and unreasonable per se and as going to 
make up parts of the through rates. Ask for one and one- 
half times first class from all points and for reparation. 

No, 6067. Bradley Lumber Co., St. Louis, vs. Ann Arbor et al. 

Alleges unjust, unreasonable and unduly discriminatory 
rates on lumber from yellow pine producing regions to north- 
ern and eastern destinations by reason of tap line through 
rates. Demands just and reasonable rates and reparation 
amounting to $29,022. 

No. 6068. Oklahoma Portland Cement Co. vs. Arkansas, Louis- 
iana & Gulf et al. 

Excessive and unreasonable C. L. 
from Ada, Okla., to points of consumption in 
Louisiana and Texas. Reasonable rates asked for. 

No. 6069. Russell Creamery Co. of Superior, Wis., vs. 
Northern Express Co, 

Unjust and unreasonable rates on 
and stations in Minnesota. Reparation 
the basis of the Commission rates. 

No, 6070. American Lumber & Manufacturing Co., Pittsburgh, 
vs, Gulf & Ship Island et al. 

Alleges application of wrong rate on lumber from Sanford, 
Miss., to Holly Junction, W. Va. Demands rectification of 
tariffs to show rates and reparation. 

No. 6071. Chesnutt-Gibbons Grocery Co., 
St. Louis & San Francisco et al. 

Alleges imposition of unjust and unreasonable rate on 
canned tomatoes from West Weber, Utah, to Muskogee, claim- 
ing the 65 cent rate should not have exceeded 55 cents. De- 
mands reasonable rate and reparation. 

No, 6072. Bass & Harbour Co., Muskogee, Okla., vs. Missouri, 
Okla. & Gulf. 

Alleges that third class rating on carpet lining from New 
London to Muskogee applied on that part of the movement 
from St. Iouis to Muskogee results in unreasonable rate. 
Demands reasonable rate and reparation. 

No. 6073. R. T. Payne, doing business at R. T. Payne & Co., 
Muskogee, vs. Great Northern et al. 

Unreasonable rate on onions from 
Alester, Okla. Demands reasonable rate and reparation. 

No, 6074. Muskogee Wholesale Grocery Co. vs. St. Louis & San 
Francisco et al. 

Unreasonable rate on canned hominy from Kansas, IIL, 
to Muskogee. Demands reasonable rate and reparation. 

No. 6075. Goodner-Malone Co., Muskogee, vs. Missouri, Kan- 
sas & Texas et al. 

Unreasonable rate on potatoes from Mosby, Mo., 
kogee. Demands reasonable rate and reparation. 

No, 6076. Goodner-Malone Co. vs. Midland Valley et al. 

Unreasonable rate on peanuts from Suffolk, Va., to Mus- 
kogee. Demands reasonable rate and reparation. 

No. 6077. Chas. W. Farrell, Britton, S. D., vs. Chicago, Mil- 
waukee & St. Paul et al. 

Unreasonable rate on potatoes from Drexel, Mo., to Britton. 
Demands reasonable rate and reparation. 

No. 6078. Grand Lake Co., Woodland, Me., vs. Maine Central. 

Unreasonable rate on bag paper from International Falls to 
Woodland, Me. Demands reasonable rate and reparation. 

No, 6079. Chas, Kerrick, Phoenix, Ariz., vs. Atchison, et al. 

Alleges unjust and unreasonable rates on dry goods, hosiery, 
millinery and notions from eastern points and Grand Rap- 
ids to Phoenix. Demands reasonable rates and reparation. 

No. 6080. Elmore-Benjamin Coal Co. and Gallaway Fuel Co., 
Milwaukee, vs. Chesapeake & Ohio et al. 

Alleges unjust and unreasonable rates, rail and ferry, on 
coal from West Virginia to Milwaukee. Demands reasonable 
rates on coal for local use in Milwaukee and reparation. 

No. 6081. Board of Trade of City of Chicago vs. Pere Mar- 
quette R. R. et al. 

Against the present system of cross-lake break-bulk grain 
rates, which, it is alleged, lead to discrimination against Chi- 
cago and in favor of grain dealers in Milwaukee. Ask for 
an order for the removal of the discrimination by the estab- 
lishment of through rates and joint rates across Lake Michi- 
gan from Chicago to Eastern Trunk Line territory on the 
same basis made from Milwaukee, Manitowoc and Kewau- 
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nee, or for some other method of removal to be approved by 
the Commission. 

No. 6082. New Orleans Cotton 
mercial Club of Brownsville, 
ville. 

Alleges the existence of unjust, unreasonable and discrim- 
inatory rates on cotton from Brownsville and other Tennessee 
points to New Orleans, as compared with the rates to Pensa- 
cola, and against the absence of through bills of lading to 
New Orleans when for export, while at the same time they 
are issued on shipments moving for export through Pensa- 
cola. Ask for a hearing at Memphis, cease and desist order, 
the establishment of the Pensacola rates to New Orleans and 
the unrestricted use of through bills of lading. 

No. 6083. Curry, A. B., Omaha, Neb., vs. Chicago & North- 
western R. R. Co, 

Against the refusal to grant reconsigning privileges on coa) 
in accordance with its published rules from Iowa mines to 
points on lines of defendant in Nebraska, leading to the 
charge of and payment of demurrage and reconsignment 
charges on certain shipments of coal between the points 
named. Reparation demanded. 

No. 6084. Southwestern Millers’ 
souri Pacific et al. 

Against the present system of 
grain and grain products from 
St. Louis gateway, by adding to the flat rate a reshipping 
or proportional rate from St. Louis to points of destination 
east of the Mississippi River as producing discriminatory and 
prejudicial rates. Cease and desist order asked for and the 
removal of the discrimination. 

No. 6085. Oshkosh Fuel Co., The, 
& Northwestern Ry. Co 

Against the application of Rule 66, Tariff Circular 18A, to 
Cc. L. shipments of slab wood as unreasonable and unjust. 
Cease and desist order asked for and reparation. 

No. 6086. Merchants’ Traffic Association et al., Los Angeles, 
vs. Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe et al. 

Unreasonable, discriminatory, unduly excessive and un- 
lawful rates on shipments of hides and pelts from Texas, 
Arizona and New Mexico points to Los Angeles. Reparation 
asked for and a reduction in the rates. 

No. 6087. American Refining Company, 
St. Louis & San Francisco et al. 

Against a rate of 17 cents on 
products from Okmulgee to St. Louis. Ask for the 12%-cent 
Commission established rate now in effect from Vinita or 
such other rate as the Commission may deem just and rea- 
sonable. 
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MINOR UNREPORTED OPINIONS 


; Unreported Opinion No. A232, Case No. 5339. Coosa Lumber 
Co, vs. Sou. Ry. Co, et al. Submitted May 14, 1913. Decided 
June 16, 1913. Reparation of $357.24 granted account of un- 
reasonable rates for the transportation of 51 carload shipments 
of lumber from Covin, Ala., to Cincinnati, O. 


Unreported Opinion No. A233, Case No. 4919. Heidleman, G., 
Brewing Co. vs. Cin., Bluffton & Chicago R. R. Co. Submitted 
April 30, 1913. Decided June 16, 1913. Rates of lic per 100 
pounds on beer, carload, from La Crosse, Wis., to Chicago, IIL, 
and 11.5 cents per 100 pounds on empty beer packages from 
Chicago, Ill., to La Crosse, Wis., not shown to have been un- 
reasonable and complaint dismissed. 

Unreported Opinion No. A235, Case No. 5499. Lamb-Davis 
Lumber Co. vs. Gt. Nor. Ry. Co. et al. Submitted April 9, 
1918. Decided June 5, 1913. Complainant alleges excessive 
charges for transportation of a car of fir lumber from Leaven- 
worth, Wash., to Colorado Springs, Colo., based on unreason- 
able minimum, Commission decides that charges are in ac- 
cordance with tariff provisions and dismisses complaint. 

Unreported Opinion No. A236, Case No. 4992. Davis Sew- 
ing Machine Co. vs. P. C. C. & St. L. Ry Co. et al. Submitted 
April 14, 1913. Decided June 9, 1913. Reparation in the sum of 
$20.44 granted account of unreasonable rate on four less-than- 
carload shipments of sewing machines from Dayton, O., to 
Columbia, Wiggins and Lucedale, Miss., rates exceeding com- 
bination of intermediate rates based on gulf ports and Mobile. 

Unreported Opinion A237, Case No, 5055. Stevens-Fryberger 
& Co. vs. C., B. & Q. Ry. Co. et al. Submitted Oct. 22, 1912. 
Decided June 9, 1913. Rates not shown unreasonable on rugs in 
bundles from Newark, N. J., to Sheridan, Wyo., and complaint 
dismissed. 

Unreported Opinion A238, Case No. 5297. Pfister & Vogel 
Leather Co. vs. B. & M. R. R. Co. et al. Submitted April 30, 
1913. Decided June 9, 1913. Rates for the transportation of 
machines, together with parts, from Peabody, Mass., to Milwau- 
kee, Wis., and on tanners’ oils from Boston, Mass., to Milwau- 
kee, Wis., found unreasonable and reparation in the sum of 
$39.73 awarded. 

Unreported Opinion A239, Case \No. 5325. Yuba Construction 
Co. vs. C., St. P., M. & O. Ry. Co. et al. Submitted April 13, 
1913. Decided June 9, 1913. Rates assessed on various parts of 
a placer gold-digging dredge, the same as applicable on dredg- 
ing machinery, from Minneapolis, Minn., to Armstead, Mont., 
not found unreasonable. Comoplaint dismissed, 

Unreported Opinion No. A240, Case No. 5138. Oliver Kibbee 
Jelks vs. A. C. L. Ry. Co. et al. Submitted March 26, 1913. De- 
cided June 20, 1913. Charges collected for the transportation of 
mixed carload shipments of pears and watermelons from. Dixie, 
Ga., to St. Louis, Mo., not being in accordance with tariff pro- 
visions, reparation in the sum of $29.40 awarded. 

Unreported Opinion No. A241, Case No. 5180 and Sub. Nos. 1 
and 2. Chas. G. Blake & Co. vs. Cent. Vt. Ry. Co. et al; Chas 
G. Blake & Co. vs. Montpelier & W. Ry. Co. et al. Submitted 
May 15, 1913. Decided June 19, 1913. Rate of 18 cents per 100 
pounds for the transportation of rough granite, C. L., from 
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Parre, Vt., to Grand Crossing, Ill, not shown to be unreason- 
able. Complaint dismissed, 

Unreported Opinion No. A242, Case No. 3814 and Sub. Nos. 
1 and 2. Mack Manufacturing Co. ve, P.. C, C.& St. lL. Ry. 
Co.; Metropolitan Paving Brick Co. vs. WwW. & - EB. Ry. Co.; C. 
P. Maier Brick Co. vs. P., C., C. & St. L. Ry. Co. et al. Sub- 
mitted Feb. 17, 1913. Decided June 12, 1913. Reparation re- 
quested based on Commission’s report in Metropolitan Brick Co. 
vs. Ann Arbor R. R. Co., 17 I. C. C., 197. Complaint dismissed 
by Commission, reparation not being awarded. 


Unreported Opinion No. A243, Case No. 4873 and Sub. Nos. 
1 to 5 inclusive. W. E. Dinneen et al. vs. Union Pac. R. R. Co; 
F. A. Meanea et al vs. Union Pac, R. R. Co.; Max J. Meyer et 
al, vs. Union Pac. R. R. Go.; F. A. Meanea vs. C., B. & Q. Ry. 
Co.; H. Larsen et al. vs. Union Pac. R. R. Co.; J. A. Anderson 
et al. vs. Union Pac. R. R, Co. Submitted Dec. 9, 1912. De- 
cided June 9, 1913. Reparation asked upon sundry shipments 
of L. C. L. merchandise from St. Paul, Minn., Duluth, Minn., 
ete., to Colorado and Wyoming points. Complaint dismissed, no 
reparation being awarded by Commission. 

Unreported Opinion No. A244, Case No. 5376. A. H. Stange 
Co. vs. C., M. & St. P. Ry. Co. et al. Submitted May 5, 1913 
Decided June 18, 1913. Rates for the transportation of pine 
doors from Merrill, Wis., to various Atlantic ports for export 
found unreasonable, discriminatory as compared with rates con- 
temporaneously in effect on pine lumber from and to said points. 

Unreported Opinion No. A245, Case No. 4615. Edward P. 
Slider vs. Sou. Ry. Co. et al. Submitted May 9, 1913. Decided 
June 16, 1913. Rate of 30 cents per 100 pounds on hay, C. L., 
from De Witt, Ark., to New Albany, Ind., when via Thebes, II1., 
not found to be unreasonable and complaint dismissed by Com- 
mision., 

Unreported Opinion No. A246, Case No. 5211. Dillon Coal & 
Transfer Co. vs. O. S. L. Ry. Co. et al. Submitted April 22, 
1913. Decided June 19, 1913. Reparation denied complainant ac- 
count of unreasonable rates on coal from Rock Springs, Cum- 
berland and North Kemmerer, Wvyo, to Dillon, Mont., complaint 
being barred under limitation in Section 16 of the Act to Regu- 
late Commerce. 

Unreported Opinion No. A247, Case No. 5308. R. E. and C. 
E.. Mason vs. A. L. R. R. Co. et al. Submitted March 19, 
1913 Decided June 13, 1913. Rates for the transportation of 
baled cotton from Timminsville, S C., to various North Caro- 
lina points not found unreasonable. Reparation in the sum of 
$27.51 awarded, account of overcharge on shinments 

Unreported Opinion No. A248, Case No. 5302. El Paso Re- 
fining Co., Ine., vs. Rio Grande & El Paso Ry. Co. et al. Sub- 
mitted March 23, 1913. Decided June 16. 1915. Rates for the 
transportation of lard substitutes, carload. from El Paso, Tex., 
to points in New Mexico, unreasonably discriminatory as com- 
pared with rates from Ft. Worth, Tex., to same points. Repara- 
tion in sum to be hereafter decided on, awarded. 

Unreported Opinion No. A250, Case No. 5428. Dunbar-Han- 
sen Co. vs. C. & E. J. R. R. Co. et al. Submitted April 14, 1913. 
Decided June 16, 1913. Rates for the transportation of two car- 
load shipments of potatoes from Chicago. Till. and St. Paul, 
Minn., to Willits and Ukiah, Calif., not shown to have been 
unreasonable. Complaint dismissed. 

Unreported Opinion No. A-256, Case No. 5495. John W. 
Graham & Co vs. Spokane Int. Ry. Co. et al. Submitted April 
9 1913. Decided June 19, 1913. Comoplainant alleges unreason- 
able rates for the transportation of four L. C. '.. shipments of 
manila paper filing folders from Cincinnati, O.. to Spokane. 
Wash. It was shown by the evidence that shipments moved 
from Cincinnati as far as Chicago via C...C., Cc. & St. L.., 
c.. C.. C. & St. L. not being a partv defendant to complaint 
and claim heine already barred by the statute of limitations, 
complaint dismissed. 

Unreported Opirion No. A257. Case No. 5093. John EF. Fivnn 
vs. C.. I. & L. Rv. Co et al. Submitted June 8, 1913. Decided 
June 19. 1913. Rates for the transportation of rough stone from 
noints in the Bedford lime district of Indiana to Philadcinhia, 
Pa., not shown to be unreasonable and complaint dismissed. 

Unreported Ovinion No. A258. Case No. 4875. George Lill 
& Co. et al. vs. C.. M. & St. P. Rv. Co. et al. Submitted Jan. 
30, 1912. Decided Tune 20. 1913. Rates for the transportation 
of enal to Edgewater. Til, a station within the corporate limits 
of Chicago. unreasonable in’ that thev exceed by 5 cents per 
ton charees for the transportation of similar shipments to 
Addison Street Station and other deliverv points in Chicago. 
Revaration awarded in sum to be hereafter fixed by Com- 
mission. 

Unrenorted Opinion No. A259, Case No. 5969. Zwick & 
Greenwald Wheel Co. vs. C.. N. O. & T. P. Ry. Co. et al. Sub- 
mitted March 8. 1913. Decided June 17. 1913. Rate of 14.5¢ per 
109 pounds for the transportation of hickory snokes from Somer- 
set. Kv.. to Davton. O.. not found to have been unreasonable 
and complaint dismissed. 

Unreported Ovinion No. A260, Case No. 4450. H. C. Craig 
& Co. vs. N. Y. C. & H. R. R. R. Co. et al. Submitted July 158. 
1912. Decided June 20, 1913. Rate of 32 cents per 109 pounds 
for the transportation of news printing paper from Carthage, 
N. Y., to Memphis. Tenn., not shown to have been unreasonable 
and complaint dismissed. 

Unreported Opinion No. A261. Case Nos. 5017 and 5284. F. 
T MeLean & Co. vs. D. & R. G R. R. Co et al. and Frank 
Rard et al vs. B. & A. R. R. Co. et al. Submitted March 6. 
1913. Decided June 20. 1913. Rates for the transportation of 
wool in grease, @. L.. from Garland, Colo.. to Roston. Mass.. all- 
rail and rail-and-water, not found to have been unréasonable. 
Complaint dismissed. 

Unreported Opinion No. A262, Case No. I. & S. Docket 165. 
Rates on cartridge shells to Missouri River and beyond from 
Chicago, St. Touis, etc. Submitted Jan. &. 1913. Decided Tune 
18. 1913. Pending adjustment of rates under suspension, tariffs 
being withdrawn. complaint dismissed. 

Unreported Ovinion No. A216, Case Nos. 4899, 53423 and 
4988. O. T. McKendree vs. Sou. Pac. Co.. Salles & Chiorp 
vs. same and J. G. Johnson vs. same. Submitted Dec. 12, 
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1912. Decided June 3, 1913. $400.27 reparation, account of 
unreasonable rates on sheep, carload, from Midland, Klamath 
Falls, Ore., and Wabuska, Nev., to San Francisco, Cal. 

Unreported Opinion No. A215, Case No. 5461 and Sub. Nos. 
1 to 4. Hudson & Rigby vs. Hampton & Branchville R. R. 
et al.; J. H. Wearn & Co. vs. A. C. L. R. R. Co. et al} same 
vs. Hampton & Branchville R. R. Co. et al.; J. W. Lewis vs. 
same; Hudson & Rigby vs. same. Submitted March 20, 1913. 
Decided June 5, 1913. Complaint alleging excessive through 
rates on lumber from South Carolina points to Charlotte, N. C. 
Commission upholds contention in regard to rates from Coward, 
S. C., to Charlotte, N. C., and awards reparation in sum to be 
hereafter decided on. 


INFORMALREPARATION ORDERS 


24681. Albers Brothers Milling Co. vs. Northern Pacific Rail- 
way Co. et al: Order entered July 5, 1913, directing refund of 
$88.86, account unreasonable rate applied on one carload of 
bulk corn forwarded from Sioux Falls, S. D., to North Ya- 
kima, Wash., Jan, 24, 1912. 

24424. American Naval Stores Co. vs. A. C. L. R. R. Co. 
Order entered Aug. 8, 1913, directing refund of $5.17, on ac- 
count of an unreasonable rolling charge applied on 517 bar- 
rels of spirits of turpentine, rolled from defendant’s storage 
shed at Savannah, Ga., to the lighter dock (for export) on 
April 4 and 5, 1912. 

25083. American Steel Wire Co. vs. E., J. & E. Ry. Co. et ai. 
Order entered July 21, 1913, directing refund of $26.74 on 
one carload of barb wire forwarded on May 17, 1911, from 
Waukegan, Ill., to Wibaux, Mont. 

13305. American Warehouse Co. vs. St. L. & S. F. R. R. Co. 
Order entered Aug. 8, 1913, directing refund of $118, on ac- 
count of an unreasonable rate applied on four carloads of 
broomecorn, forwarded from Custer City, Okla., to Wichita, 
Kan., during the months of May, October and December, 1908. 

22734. Armour & Co. vs. T. & P. Ry. Co. Order entered Aug. 
8, 1913, directing refund of $47.20, on account of an un- 
reasonable rate applied on one carload of packing house 
products forwarded from Fort Worth, Tex., to El Paso, Tex., 
May 28, 1910. 

25383. Beggs & Co., J. R., vs. K. C. Sou. Ry. Co. et al.: Order 
entered June 28, 1913, directing refund of $3, on account of 
an unreasonable rate applied on one carload of potatoes for- 
warded from Harris, Minn., to Mena, Ark.. on Jan. 17. 1911. 

20688. Bettis Mfg. Co. vs. Lake Charles & Northern R. R. Co. 
et al. Order entered July 21, 1913, directing refund of $12.45 
account of unreasonable rate applied on one carload of lumber 
from Bannister, La., to Beaumont, Tex., on March 10, 1910. 

19713. Bland, M. H., vs. Georgia R. R. et al. Order entered 
July 21, 1913, directing refund of $84.70 on account of unreason- 
able rate applied on one carload of peaches from Milledgeville, 
Ga., to Potomac Yards, Va., on July 6. 1908. 

24646. Boise Ice & Produce Co. vs Mo, Pac. Ry. Co. et al. 
Order entered Aug. 8, 1913, directing refund of $114.28, on 
account of an unreasonable rate applied on one mixed car- 
load of bananas and cocoanuts from New Orleans, La., to 
Boise Idaho. April 11, 1911. 

24646. Boise Produce & Commission Co. vs. Mo. Pac. Ry. Co. 
et al. Order entered Aug. 8, 1913, directing refund of $114.28. 
no account of an unreasonable rate applied on one mixed 
ecarload of bananas and cocoanuts from New Orleans, La., 
to Boise. Idaho, May 16, 1911. 

23949. California Fruit Growers’ Exchange vs. Sou. Pac. Co. 
Order entered Aug. 9, 1913, directing refund of $285, ac- 
count of unreasonable rate applied on one carload cf oranges 
from Ontario, Cal., to East Portland, Ore., on June 19, 1911. 

23389. J. P. Campbell vs. Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe Railway 
Co. et al.: Order entered July 7, 1913. directing refund of 
$270.20, account unreasonable rate applied on 28 carloads of 
range cattle forwarded from Cimarron, N. M., to Acres, Kan., 
on Oct. 20, 1911. 

24805. Carpenter Paper Co. vs. C., B. & Q. R. R. Co.: Order 
entered June 28, 1913, directing refund of $35.20, on account 
of an unreasonable rate applied on a shipment of roofing 
paper in rolls forwarded from East St. Louis, Ill, to Cody, 
Wvyo., on April 26, 1911. 

25756. Chattanooga Pole Co. vs. L. & N. R. R. Co. Order en- 
tered July 21, 1913, directing refund of $9.60 on account of 
unreasonable rate applied on one shipment of telegraph poles 
from Edgemoor, Tenn., to Birmingham, Ala., Mav 10. 1913. 

25730. Chisholm, R. W., & Co. vs. B & O. R. R. Co. et al. 
Order entered Aug. 9, 1913, direeting refund of $1.34, on ac- 
count of an unreasonable rate applied on one carload of coke 
forwarded from Rich, Hill, Pa., to Black Rock, N. Y., June 
20. 1911. 

25437. Davis Milling Co. vs. C., St. P.. M. & O. Ry. Co. et al.: 
Order entered May 9, 1913, directing refund of $35.02, ac- 
count of unreasonable charges collected on one carload of 
1, fom St. Joseph, Mo., to Sioux Falls, S. D., on Nov. 
14, ‘ 

25387. Dewey Portland Cement Co. vs. M., K. & T. Ry. Co. et 
al.: Order entered June 28. 1913. directing refund of $1.52, on 
account of an unreasonable rate applied on one shipment, 
consisting of one motor, crated, two boxes of auto starters 
and three boxes of transformer oil forwarded from East 
Pittsburgh. Pa.. to Dewev, Okla., on April 6 1911. 

19229. R J. Dowd Knife Works vs. Wabash Railroad Co. et al.: 
Order entered July 5, 1913, directing refund of $2.82, account 
unreasonable rate applied on nine shipments of emery wheels 
forwarded from Detroit, Mich., to Beloit, Wis, during July 
and August. 1910. 

22845. Ebel Bros. vs. A..T. & S. F. Ry. Co. et al. Order entered 
July 21, 1913. directing refund of $13.50 on one carload of 
grain products from Hillsboro, Kan., to Prague, Okla., on 
Aug. 15, 1911. 
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25719. E. D. Etnyre Company vs. Chicago, Burlington & Quincy 
Railroad Co. et al.: Order entered July 5, 1913, directing re- 
fund of $20.65, account unreasonable rate applied on*one car- 
load of bar steel forwarded from Bay View, Wis., to Oregon, 
Ill., Nov. 14, 1911. 

26142. Fairbanks, Morse & Co. vs. Grand Trunk Western Ry. Co. 
et al. Order entered July 21, 1913, directing refund of $3.70 on 
account of unreasonable rate applied on one shipment of 
plows from South Bend, Ind., Feb. 23, 1912, to Beloit, Wis. 


19245. Farlow & Chandler Lumber Co. vs. Atlantic Coast Line 
Rallroad Co. et al.: Order entered July 7, 1913, directing re- 
fund of $2.17, account unreasonable rate applied on one car- 
load of lumber forwarded from Mintz, N. C., to Scranton, Pa., 
on June 1, 1910. 

21811. Farmers’ Custom Gin vs. Missouri, Kansas & Texas 
Railway Co. of Texas et al.: Order entered July 7, 1913, 
directing refund of $16 32, account unreasonable rate applied 
on one carload of coal from Manning, Okla., to Alvarado, 
Tex., Aug. 19, 1911. 

21082. Ferdinand Weis vs. St. Louis, Iron Mountain & South- 
ern Ry. Co. et al.: Order entered July 1, 1913, directing re- 
fund of $22 45, on account of an unreasonable rate applied on 
one shipment of cottonseed forwarded from Jackson, Miss., 
to Eudora, Ark., April 27, 1910. 

13234. Fowler Commission Co. vs. St. L. & S. F. R. R. Co.: 
Order entered May 9, 1913, directing refund of $44.00, ac- 
count unreasonable charges collected for the transportation 
of 22 earloads of grain and grain products from Omaha, 
South Omaha, Neb., and Council Bluffs, Ia.. to Kansas City, 
Mo., during period April 26, 1910, to Julv 26, 1910. 

21887. French & Bassett vs. Michigan Central Railroad Co. 
et al.: Order entered July 1. 1913, directing refund of $29.78. 
on account of an unreasonable rate applied on two carload 
shipment of furniture forwarded from Michigan City, Ind., 
to Duluth, Minn., April 14 and 16, 1910 


25656. Frick, H. C., Coke Co. vs. B. & O. R. R. Co. Order 
entered Aug. 8, 1913, directing refund of $231.69, on account 
of the unreasonable minimum weights applied on 184 car- 
loads of coal, forwarded from Shoaf, Pa., to Benwood, W 
Va., during the period from April 4 to May 23, 1911. 

24974. W. H. Garvin vs. Colorado & Southern Railway Co. et 
al.: Order entered July 7, 1913, directing refund of $10.08, ac- 
count unreasonable rate applied on one carload of apples for- 
warded from Saxton, Colo... to Houston, Tex., on Nov. 10, 1911. 

26711. General Chemical Co. vs. Elgin, Joliet & Eastern Ry. 
Co. et al. Order entered Aug, 8, 1913, directing refund of 
$2.01, on account of an unreasonable rate applied on one 
earload of sulphate of alumina forwarded from Chicago 
Heights, Ill., to Otsego, Mich, Sept. 12, 1912. 

24985. George, S.. Co. and George & Sherrard Paper Co. vs 
Mobile & Ohio R. R. Co. et al. Order entered July 21, 1913, 
directing refund to S. George Co. of $70.10, on account of an 
unreasonable rate applied on two carloads of old rope for- 
warded during months of March. 1919. and May, 1911, from 
Mobile, Ala.. to Wellsburg, W. Va.: also directing refund to 
George & Sherrard Paper Co. of $36.70 on account of un- 
reasonable rate applied on one carload of old rope forwarded 
on Sept. 23; 1919, from Mobile, Ala., to Lazearville. W. Va 

25819. Globe Cattle Co. vs. C. & N. W. Ry. Co.: Order entered 
April 29. 1913, directing refund of $15.11 on account of an 
unreasonable rate applied on one carload of stock cattle for- 
warded from Sioux City. Ia., to Pekin, Ill., on Aug. 5, 1911. 

25416. Goodman Produce Co. vs. Rio Grande & El Paso R. R 
Co. et al.: Order entered July 5, 1913. directing refund of 
$28.50, account unreasonable rate applied on one shipment of 
apvles forwarded from San Antonio, N. M., to El Paso, Tex., 
Feb, 20. 1912. 

25975. Gulf Lumber Co vs. L. C. & N. R. R. Co. et al. Order 
entered Aug. 9, 1913, directing refund of $4.52, on account of 
an unreasonable rate applied on one carload of yellow pine 
lumber from Fullerton. La. to Collinsville, Til. Ave. & 1912. 

27307. Gulf Pine Line Co. vs. Tex. & N. O. R. R. Co. et al 
Order entered Aug. 9, 1913. directing refund of $5,692.91, on 
account of an unreasonable rate anvlied on shipments of 
ernde oil from Toomey, La., to Fl Vista. Tex. 

26738. Hanley Bros. Co. vs C., M. & St. P. Ry. Co. et al. 
Order entered Aug. 9. 1913, directing refund of $80.77, on 
account of unreasonable rate applied on three carloads of 
onions from Napanee and Bremen, Ind., to Beloit, Wis., on 
Oct. 16. 1911, and Nov. 16, 1911. 

26246-26247. Harshaw, Fuller & Goodwin Co. vs. L. S. & M.S 
Rv. Co. et al. Order entered July 21, 1913, directing refund of 
$35.45 on account of unreasonable rate applied on ten ship- 
ments of tin oxide from Elyria, 0., to Shebovean, Wis., dur- 
ing period from July 5, 1911, to March 29. 1912. 

28579. Hawker & Son vs, Ill. Cent. R. R. Co. et al. Order en- 
tered Aug. 9, 1913, directing refund of $16.70. on account of 
an unreasonable rate applied on 3 shipments of bananas 
and cocoanuts from Mobile, Ala., to Pana, Ill., March 15, 

April 5 and Aue, 2, 1911. 

24623. Highland Iron & Steel Co. vs. C. & E. T. R. R. Co et al 
Order entered Aug. 8, 1913, directing refund of $8.92, on 
account of an umressonable rate applied on one carlord of 
bar iron, forwarded from Terre Haute, Ind., to Maywood, IIl., 
Feb. 22, 1911. 

25372. Houston Brothers vs. St. L. & S. F. R. R. Co. et al: 
Order entered June 28, 1913, directing refund of $15.09. on 
account of an unreasonable rate anplied on one carioad of 
lumber forwarded from Bigbee, Miss., to Cincinnati, Ohio 
on Dee. 31, 1919. 

23911. Inman Mills vs. Sou. Ry. Ce. et al. Order entered Aug. 
8. 1913, directing refund of $16.34. on ecconnt of an unrea- 
sonable rate applied on seven carloads of coal, forwarded 
from Tom’s Creek, Va., to Tnman, 8S. C., during the period 
between Sept. 13, 1910. and Oct. 5, 1911. 

26977. Yola Portland Cement Co. vs. Mo. Pac. Ry. Co. et al: 
Order entered April 29, 1913, directing refund of $5.70 on ac- 
count of an unreasonable rate applied on one carload of 
sacked cement forwarded from Iola, Kan., to Marianna, Ark., 
on June 24, 1912. 
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PERSONAL 


Joseph M. Ryan, for the past eight years in the rat 
department of the Southern Railway in Louisville, Ky 
has just been promoted to the office of traveling freig! 
agent, with headquarters in Louisville. Mr. Ryan mov« 
up from the office of chief rate clerk and succeeds KE. | 
Kanapell, who has been made traveling freight agent a 
Kansas City, Mo. 

A. J. Anderson has been appointed contracting freight 
agent of the B. & O., with headquarters at Chicago. 





T. P. Denton has been appointed traveling freight 
agent, Atlanta, Birmingham & Atlantic, with headquarter 
at room 924 Exchange Building, Memphis, Tenn. 

W. S. Prescott has been appointed commercial agent, 
Wrightsville & Tennille Railroad, at Hawkinsville, Ga., 
effective Sept. 15, 1913, vice C. C. Daley, resigned. 


F. J. Sullivan has been appointed traffic manager 
and superintendent, Nevada Copper Belt Railroad, with 
headquarters at Mason, Nev., vice G. M. Fraser, deceased 
C. A. Chapman has been appointed auditor, with head 
quarters at Salt Lake City, Utah, vice F. J. Sullivan, 
transferred. 


O. P. Applegate has been appointed commercial agent 
for the Missouri Pacific and Mountain, Denver, Rio Grande 
and Western Pacific, with offices in Detroit. He was 
formerly general agent of the Denver & Rio Grande and 
Western Pacific. 


E. G. Johnson has been appointed agent of the Balti 
more & Ohio Southwestern at Pana, Ill., succeeding E. H 
Winks, who has been transferred to Lawrenceville as 
agent. The changes are effective at once, as announced 
by Superintendent E. W. Scheer of the Illinois division 
of the company. Pana is one of the important agencies 
on the Springfield and Beardstown line of the Baltimore 
& Ohio Southwestern, it being an intersecting point with 
the Cleveland, Cincinnati, Chicago & St. Louis and the 
Illinois Central lines. 

B. G. Brown has been appointed assistant general 
freight agent of the Southern Railway at Atlanta. 

G. K. Caldwell has been appointed general freight 
agent of the Southern Railway, with headquarters at 
Washington, D. C. 

C. H. Jasper has been appointed district freight and 
passenger agent of the Southern Pacific, with headquar 
ters at Fresno, Cal., succeeding J. F. Hixon, deceased. 


T. H. Schuster has been appointed live stock agent 
of the Southern Pacific, with headquarters at Tucson 
Ariz. 

J. O. Gill has been appointed soliciting agent of the 
New Crleans, Mobile & Chicago, with headquarters at 
Memphis, Tenn. 

A. C. Izard has resigned as solicitor of the Southern 
Railway at Rock Hill, 8S. C., and the position has been 
abolished. 

Rollin W. Hutchinson, Jr., well known for his work 
in the exploitation of the motor truck on the basis of 
first educating the user out of the “horse habit” and 
fhen putting the service on the same scientific basis that 
has been found efficient in the operation of other tools, 
has become associated with the Packard Motor Co. of 
Detroit in the capacity of publicity engineer. He was 
formerly connected with the International Motor Co. 
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Mr. Hutchinson will be remembered ag the author of 
several articles on phase of motor truck service pub- 
lished by Ture TRAFFIC WORLD earlier in the present year. 


J. C. Warren has been appointed local freight agent 
of the Panama Railroad at Colon. On September 15 the 
local freight office at Colon was segregated from the 
Colon freight department. ° 

Warren Burkhart has been appointed traffic manager 
of the Peter Schoenhofen Brewing Co., Chicago, succeed- 
ing C. A. Bruggman, resigned to engage in other business. 

N. W. Secor has been appointed commercial agent, 
Michigan Central Railroad, with office at Toledo, O., vice 
W. C. Thoms, transferred. 


, 


T. J. Day has been appointed assistant to traffic 
manager Pacific Electric Railway, with headquarters at 
room 764, Pacific Electric Building, Los Angeles, Cal., 
appointment effective Sept. 1, 1913. 


DEMURRAGE IN IOWA AND ILLINOIS 





A circular has just been issued by M. W. Rotchford, 
manager of the Illinois & lowa Demurrage Bureau, which 
is not wholly satisfactory in its indications as to what is 
being done to prevent a possibility of the return of the 
car shortage. This report shows that while the total 
number of cars handled in the first seven months of 
1913 was an increase of 12.20 per cent over the number 
handled during the corresponding period in 1912, the 
total number of cars earning demurrage during the same 
period increased 61.15 per cent. In 1912 demurrage was 
assessed on 3.06 per cent of the total number of cars 
handled, and in the same ratio there should have been 
demurrage assessed in 1913 on 45,180 cars, whereas, as 
a matter of fact, demurrage was actually assessed on 
65,021 cars, or an increase of 19,841 cars. During the 
period above mentioned there was an increase in the 
total demurrage earned of 68.16 per cent. 

The manager calls attention to the fact that the 
large increase in demurrage and collections compared 
with the increase in cars handled at first sight might 
be taken to indicate a favorable showing, but this is 
very far from being the case when car efficiency is 
taken into consideration, rather than revenue. He then 
asks the question, what does it indicate, and what is the 
remedy? The following is his statement of what it 
means and a suggestion as to the remedy: 

It means: 

1. That cars are being delayed in loading and un- 
loading to a greater extent. 

2. That 24,673 more cars were withheld from trans- 
portation service by some patrons at the same time other 
patrons were wanting cars. 

3. That railroads’ cost of operation was increased 
by reason of extra switching caused by excessive deten- 
tion. 

The remedy: 

1. Education of the patron to the fact that the rail- 
road prefers the cars to the demurrage charge. 

2. An additional incentive to patron to return cars 
more promptly to transportation service. 

3. Increase the demurrage rate to $3 per day, which, 
according to experience in California, lessens car de- 
tention. 

There is an erroneous impression abroad, to a certain 
extent, that the railroads are satisfied when they collect 
the demurrage due. While it is ineumbent upon the 
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railroads to collect demurrage in accordance with their 
tariff and patrons to pay, the railroads lose about $2 per 
car per day when they collect a dollar demurrage, as 
the ‘average daily earning is about $3 per car. 


EXPRESS COMPANIES WANT TIME 


The express companies have asked for a postpone- 
ment of the effective date of the Commission’s order di- 
recting them to change their system of stating rates 
and also directing them to reduce those rates materially. 
They also ask that the Commission modify its order as 
to rates on small packages by increasing them on ws 
average a little more than 3 cents. 

Walker D. Hines, representing all the companies, 
filed the formal request on Wednesday, and a short for- 
mal statement as to the nature of his request was given 
out that evening. The statement says that Mr. Hines 
represented the companies to be desirous of meeting and 
complying with the general purpose and intent of the 
Commission’s order and avoiding litigation with regard 
thereto. 

Owing to the fact that there is not a quorum of the 
Commission in Washington, it is necessary to submit 
the request for more time to the commissioners by mail. 
The order becomes effective October 15. The primary 
question to be decided is whether there should be a 
postponement during which time the modifications pro- 
posed shall be given consideration. If the commissioners 
believe there is merit enough in the request for modifi- 
eation of the rates an order postponing the effective 
date will be issued, and then the modifications will be 
considered at a full conference. 


CHICAGO TRAFFIC CLUB, 

The Traffic Club of Chicago held its final outing of 
the season at the Midlothian Country Club, on September 
17. Sports included a championship game of golf, tennis 
games, baseball and bridge whist. It is announced by 
the club that on October 8, the first of a series of indoor 
entertainments will be given. The first evening will be 
taken up by showing a series of moving pictures taken 
at the recent outing of the club at Dellwood Park. 


TEXAS-ARIZONA PETROLEUM RATES. 

Under date of September 12, the Commission vacated 
its previous order of July 23, in so far as it resuspended 
the schedules designated as McCain Supplement No. 15 
to I. C, C. No. 8, Morris Supplement No. 15 to I. C. C. 
No. 343, and Countiss Supplement No. 15 to L C. C. 
No. 950. The order of July 23, 1913, resuspended these 
tariffs until March 12, 1914. On Aug. 6, 1913, the carriers 
represented by the above tariffs have re-established the 
rate in effect prior to the suspension. 


MAY INTERVENE. 

The petition of the Durango, Cal., Board of Trade 
for leave to intervene in the proceeding of the Pueblo 
Commerce Club vs. the Denver & Rio Grande Railroad 
Co. has been granted. 


INDIANAPOLIS TRANSPORTATION CLUB. 

The opening of the fall and winter seasons of the 
Transportation Club on September 29 will be marked by 
addresses from Blewett Lee, general solicitor Illinois 
Central, and Edmund F. Trabue, district attorney of the 
same road at Louisville. 
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Increasing Efficiency on the Short Haul 


New devices and methods that have made good by increasing efficiency in freight handling and 
other branches of traffic work. Contributions are welcomed. THE TRAFFIC 
WORLD will be pleased to answer inquiries concerning any 
device or method mentioned in this department. 


ACTUAL SERVICE OF MOTOR TRUCKS 


(Continued from page 544) 

No. 20 finds the present methods of operating freight 
terminals fairly satisfactory, but new freight terminals 
would be of advantage. As to repairs, no information is 
given. The manufacturer does not maintain a service 
and inspection department in the city in question. 

No. 23 finds present methods of operating freight 
terminals unsatisfactory, and recommends arrangements 
by which trucks can reach the platform, unload and get 


no figures are given as to the cost of repairs. The 
manufacturer maintains a service and inspection depari 
ment, which is considered of moderate value only. The 
company maintains a first-class private garage. 

No. 25 does not complain of delay. 

No. 26 finds station service fairly satisfactory. It 
would be better if there were larger receiving and de- 
livery warehouses, a few more receiving and delivery 
clerks, and if dial scales were used to eliminate delays 
in weighing packages it would be a movement in the 
direction of saving time. Changes have been made 


Packard Truck in Service of Geo. E. Keith Company, Campello, Mass. 


away promptly. At the factory trucks can be loaded in 
five minutes. Records are kept and costs are known, 
with an assumed provision for depreciation. The pres- 
ent trucks have been in service only seven months and 
no comparison can be made as to repairs. The manu- 
facturer claims to maintain a service and inspection 
department, and it is considered to be of some value. 
No. 24 experiences delay at railway terminals, and 
thinks that there should be some provision for quicker 
service. In spite of the fact that automobiles are used 
extensively in certain pick-up work of returned goods, 
yet a team is used because of delays in service at rail- 
road stations. Changes have been made in the plant to 
accommodate the motor trucks. Records are kept, but 


in the plant, but not particularly on account of the use 
of motor trucks. Records are kept and speedometers 
are used. As to repairs, this is the first year of service. 
The manufacturer maintains a service and inspection 
department, and as to the value to the business, it is 
stated that they get many valuable tips in the way of 
caring for trucks. 

No. 27 says that the present method of operating 
freight terminals would be satisfactory, but the freight 
house is too small. A new freight house, nearly com 
pleted, should correct the difficulty. As to changes at 
the factory, a railroad spur is being run into the plant 
which will probably change the method of loading to 
some extent. Records are not kept, but the cost is 
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known approximately. The cost of repairs is not yet 
known. The manufacturer does not maintain a service 
and inspection department. 

No. 29 finds present methods of operating freight 
terminals unsatisfactory. Some changes have been 
made in the plant. 

No. 30 uses motor trucks almost entirely on city 
deliveries. On three of these trucks the service re- 
corder is used, and actual costs are known. The manu- 
facturer maintains a service and inspection department, 
and it helps to keep the trucks in good working order. 

No. 31 would like to have circular or other runways 
and more help in freight terminals. Records are main- 
tained of service; there are more repairs the second 
year. The manufacturer maintains a service and inspec- 
tion department, which is not of great value. 

No. 32 finds freight terminal service in most cases 
satisfactory. The manufacturer maintains a service and 
inspection department, which is of value. 

No. 33 finds present methods of operating freight 
terminals fairly satisfactory. Complete records are kept 
in the matter of repairs. Expenses show some increase, 
which varies according to nature of the work, mileage 
traveled and efficiency of drivers. The manufacturer 
maintains a service department, and it is of value to the 
business. 

No. 34 experiences very little, if any, more delay at 
railway terminals than at the shipping doors of the fac- 
tory. The problem of reducing delays has been studied 
with regard to regular freight trucks plying betwecu 
depots and plant. Present methods of freight terminal 
operation are satisfactory. Records are not kept, and 
costs per ton are not known, but the general statement 
is made that the cost is less than that of teams for the 
heavy work for which the trucks are used. Repairs 
in second and succeeding years are more than in the 
first. The manufacturer does not maintain a service 
and inspection department in that place, but such serv- 
ice would be of value if there was not a first-class man 
in charge of the machine. 

No. 35 finds some fault with the operation of freight 
terminals, and thinks that there should be increased 
facilities for getting freight away from the freight house 
doors, moving platform, truck conveyer, etc., and greatly 
increased supply of hand trucks. As to changes at the 
factory, a new building was opened about the time 
trucks were put in service. Records are not kept in 
detail. Repairs are apparently not greater in subsequent 
years than the first. The manufacturer is supposed to 
maintain a service and inspection department. 


TRUCKS SPEED UP BUSINESS 


Generally speaking, in the matter of the use of motor 
trucks, the use of this means of haulage without certain 
changes in the schedules of operation and the methods 
of handling goods is very much like attempting to swat 


flles with a pile driver. The tool is expensive out of 
all proportion to results accomplished. In other words, 
one of the principal sources of efficiency in the use of 
motor trucks comes from adjusting what is required to 
be done to its capabilities and in the matter of setting 
a rate of speed, which under a properly considered plan 
will be reflected throughout the entire handling of goods 
in the plant, and at points of delivery. 

A few years ago there was current a story in regard 
to the head of a railway shop department, who, in look- 
ing around for means to increase the efficiency of the 
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plant, found that in certain buildings, while the move- 
ments of the men were regular and harmonious in them- 
selves, yet the rate of movement was somewhat slow. 
This was not the case throughout the various shops con- 
stituting the plant. Upon further inspection he found 
that in the places where the slow movements were the 
rule, all of the employes were within hearing of the 
throbbing of the engine, which was an old one and ran at 
75 revolutions per minute. As a person walking upon the 
street within hearing of a band unconsciously keeps time 
to the beat of the bass drum, so all of these operators 
performed their work in perfect harmony with the beats 
of the engine. It at once occurred to him that a great 
benefit could be derived by speeding up the engine. This 
was accomplished gradually until he had succeeded in 
getting the engine to work at 125 revolutions a minute, 
when he found that all the operations of the shops within 
hearing were correspondingly quickened, and with no 
material recognition of the fact upon the part of the 
workers they were performing a very large percentage 
more work than formerly. 

Something of this sort is suggested in a consideration 
of the benefits that seem to have been derived by the 
large wholesale house of J. V. Farwell & Co., Chicago, 
in the use of motor trucks, of which the company has 
now ten in use. Most of these trucks make two trips 
per day, that is, all of those whose movements are lim- 
ited by the city limits make two trips per day, except 
south of Seventy-ninth street. From Seventy-ninth street 
to the Illinois-Indiana state line only one trip per day 
is made. In the more closely situated points the trucks 
perform a service of about 60 minutes each. Mr. Grant, 
who has charge of the handling of these trucks for the 
Farwell company, estimates that the increase in efficiency 
since trucks were adopted has been about 27 per cent. 
This is reflected chiefly in the possibility of doing that 
much more business than when all the hauling was done 
by horses and in the radius of the territory over which 
it extends. — 

In the matter of handling the trucks at the ware- 
houses, a complete schedule is followed and the trucks 
keep to this schedule with much the same regularity 
as trains upon steam roads. That is to say, a truck 
never waits for a load. When a truck comes in empty 
and there is only a partial load for the point to which 
it is going, what load there is is immediately put on 
and the truck dispatched without waiting for a full load, 
the point being that it is more economical to haul an 
incomplete load than to keep the truck waiting, since 
one of the greatest sources of efficiency in the truck as 
compared with horse haulage is its higher speed and 
capacity to make long trips continuously. Of course, 
this greater rapidity of movement is reflected through all 
the processes of handling the goods up to the packing 
room, and certain changes in methods in the operation 
of the packing room result as a matter of course. In 
other words, rather than have many trucks go away 
with a partial load it is the duty of those who have 
to provide the loads to see that the supply of goods does 
not fail. The loaders know when the trucks may be 
expected to return for another load. There is no definite 
rule maintained in order to keep the trucks moving over 
the same route. It is largely a case of first in, first out. 
If a truck comes in empty it is at once the duty of those 
in charge at the loading platform to see that it is sup- 
plied with a load and dispatched as quickly as possible. 

Mr. Grant is firm in his conviction that under present 
conditions it would be very unsatisfactory to attempt to 

















576 


do business without the trucks. The gain comes from the 
increase in efficiency and from enabling the concern to 
do more business over a wider territory and in closer 
touch with demand. Formerly deliveries in outside dis- 
tricts were made by local delivery companies, and the 
limit of delivery was from five to seven miles instead 
of to city limits and beyond, as at present. Whatever 
the extra expense of the distant delivery, it is now in 
the company’s own control and therefore presumably less 
than before. In the downtown district within the loop 
for local deliveries it is still necessary to employ horses 
on account of the congestion, delays at street crossings 
and at unloading points, which would involve a consid- 
erable expense of equipment, comparing the investment 
in trucks with the investment in a team and wagon. It 
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Preparations of the General Vehicle Company, at Long Island 


has not been found necessary to introduce new appliances 
in the matter of handling packages, but to reduce to a 
complete system the whole matter of handling of pack- 
ages from the packing room to the point of delivery. The 
entire matter is figured out on a definite schedule, and 
a very large degree of efficiency has been developed and 
maintained. 


PRIDHAM CASE FOR OCTOBER 9. 

The now famous case of the fiberboard container 
against the wooden box, officially known as R. W. Prid- 
ham Co- vs. Southern Pacific et al. is set for argument 
at Washington, October 9. 
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G. V. ENLARGES ELECTRIC TRUCK PLANT 


The contention that automobile manufacturing can 
not thrive very far from the middle West evidently has 
no terrors for the General Vehicle Co. of Long Islanc 
City, as it has new buildings representing an investment 
of nearly $1,000,000 almost completed, and others costin; 
over $3,000,000 projected. 

Already the largest 





manufacturer of electric com 
mercial vehicles in the world, the General Vehicle Co 
has had an interesting history. It typifies the evolutio1 
of the electric vehicle, its predecessor, the Vehicle Equip 
ment Co., being founded by interests once affiliated wit! 
the Columbia and Electric Vehicle companies of Hartford 
Conn., whose history in turn goes back to 1896. In de 
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City, N. Y., for Meeting Future Demand for Motor Trucks. 





sign, the 1913 G. V. truck differs little from the origina 
of 1901, though endless improvements and refinements 
have been made in the company’s six models, particular] 
within the last three years. 

What might be called the 1901 model had two motor: 
geared direct to the rear axle. Clumsy as the machines 
of this early type were, they had wonderful durability 
as many of them are still in service and have average: 
over 300 days’ work per year. An important change wa 
made in 1907, when side chains were installed, drive: 
by a single motor suspended from the frame near thé 
center of the vehicle. Important refinements have re 
cently been made in the shape of a unique steel controller 
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When this Card is Handed to You 


give our representative a little of your time. He 
can give you much valuable information regard- 
ing packing of fibre cases. 


IIUMMEL & DOWNING Co. 


MPP CANES 


If our representative does not call in a few 
days, write us direct. 


HUMMEL & DOWNING COMPANY 


MILWAUKEE, WIS. 


SAVE MONEY .ON 


| SHIPMENTS to CLEVELAND 1 


THE ONLY WAY 


To Obtain 
Lowest Cartage Charges, Quickest and Most Con- 
venient Delivery, Best Through Routing 


is to have actual and positive knowledge of the 
layout of the city, and location of its industries, 
and carriers’ facilities. This information is 
provided in 


THE RAILROAD AND INDUSTRIAL 
MAP OF CLEVELAND 


Compiled by D. F. HURD, 
Traffic Commissioner, Cleveland Chamber of Commerce 


A complete, authoritative, practical traffic 
map. A limited number of copies of this map 
have been obtained for distribution among its 
subscribers by The Traffic World. Please 
order at once. 


On bond paper, size 36 x 50, scale 2% inches to the mile, 
price $1.50. On linen-back paper, $2.50 


THE TRAFFIC WORLD, 418 So. Market St., Chicago 





UNITED FRUIT COMPANY 


Steamship Service 


Operating the only steamers sailing out of any American 
port constructed specially for service in the Tropics. 
Regular passenger and freight sailings between 


New York—Boston 
Philadelphia— Baltimore 
Mobile—New Orleans 


AND 


Jamaica—Panama Canal 
Colombia—Costa Rica 
Guatemala—Nicaragua 
Honduras—British Honduras 


CONNECTIONS : 


AT COLON — for Panama City and Pacific Coast Ports of 
Mexico, Central and South America. 

AT PORT LIMON — for San Jose, Costa Rica and other 
points on the Northern Railway. 

AT PUERTO BARRIOS — for Ganteuate City and other 
points on the Guatemala Railway. 

q The opening of the CANAL will see the greatest changes in 
the commercial routes of the world that have ever been known, 
and every Traffic Man owes it to himself to see it before the 
water is turned in. 

q Take one of the big air-cooled steamers of our GREAT 
WHITE FLEET this summer and go to Panama. You will 
enjoy every moment of the trip. 


Our illustrated booklets tell the whole story. Ask any TICKET 
or TOURIST AGENT for a copy, or write to us 


M. HARTMANN, Western Passenger Agent 
444 Commercial National Bank Building, Chicago, Il. 
131 State Street, Boston 


17 Batt New York, N. ¥ 
Pier 5 North Wharves, Phiteleiphia, Pa. Pier 1 Pit de beltimoce: Md. 
626-630 Common Street, New Orleans, La 


As a Friend of THE TRAFFIC WORLD, please Mention the paper in writing to advertisers. 
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box and conduit wiring, and it is understood that the 
company contemplates adding a shaft-drive model next 
year. 

While its simple power plant and few parts allow 
the electric to be constructed in minimum space, the 
G. V. production facilities available in another three 
months will be a credit to almost any automobile plant. 
The first of the new units, of which there will eventually 
be six (four electric and two gas), is 100x500 feet and 
six stories in height. The construction is steel and 
concrete, faced with a handsome shade of red brick, and 
each unit will be fireproof throughout. A photograph of 
what is known as building No. 3, taken August 6, is 
shown here. Each of the six units will eventually con- 
tain about 300,000 square feet of floor space. 

When completed, the G. V. plant will cover the larger 
part of the tract of 10 acres owned by the company. The 
new building adjoins the present factory of the company 
(in itself 100x525 feet) and is supplemented by a large 
brick substation, power house and lumber dry kiln. As 
in the present factory, all machinery will have individual 
motor drive. 

About a year ago the General Vehicle Co. startled 
the trade with the announcement that under an agree- 
ment made with the Daimler Motoren Gesellschaft, Berlin, 
Germany, it would shortly begin the manufacture and 
sale of the world-famous Mercedes (gasoline) trucks, thus 
reversing what promised to become a practice of gasoline 
car builders. The first small Mercedes unit is already 
completed and ready for the machinery, and Mercedes 
development will parallel, even if on a smaller scale, the 
wonderful growth of the G. V. electric product. 

With a priceless pioneer experience in manufacture 
and distribution, with unlimited resources and a large 
business bringing in a substantial net, the General Ve- 
hicle Co. would seem to have a splendid opportunity to 
demonstrate both the virility of the motor truck industry 
and the advantages of its seaboard location. 


ARGUES FOR WOODEN CONTAINERS 


Arguments for the standardization of wooden boxes 
and the establishment of a fair differential were pre- 
sented to the Commission in a brief filed by Attorneys 
Brown and Baer for the California Pine Box & Lumber 
Co., and the Weed Lumber Co. Says the brief: 

“Carefully prepared statistics show that the lumber 
output annually in California and along the Pacific coast 
is something like 2,000,000,000 feet, and that the amount 
produced in California alone is 1,000,000,000 feet. It is 
demonstrated that out of this output, 20 to 25 per cent 
can be used for no other purpose than for box shooks.” 

“This industry has been built up as the result of the 
investment of $30,000,000 to $40,000,000 in the companies 
represented by the plea of intervention in this case,” it 
continues. These factories were built, it is asserted, in 
response to the rule of supply and demand. 

Speaking of the use of fiber containers in foreign 
shipments, the brief says: 

“The foreign manufacturer has long since learned 
the necessity of a secure box for the transportation of his 
goods to other countries. The United States manufac- 
turer has not learned this lesson as yet, and the consular 
reports issued by the United States government show 
that we have suffered a loss of about 70 per cent of our 
nearby foreign trade to the Isthmus and South American 
countries, and the nearby islands, by means of the poor 


Vol. XII, No. 12 


packing, largely resulting from the use of the fiber boxes 

“Another reason that justifies the standardization o/ 
the wooden box and the establishment of a fair differ 
ential in its favor is found in the fact that when good: 
packed in fiber containers are placed in warehouses o1 
on the shelves of our stores, the container furnishe: 
practically no protection in case of fire and acts as : 
general destroyer of the contents when water is applied 
for the purpose of extinguishing the fire. It is known 
that the wood box is a protector of its contents and will 
not destroy the contents until burned entirely through 

“Freight carriers are daily confronted with shipments 
that have been pilfered and robbed by the dishonest 
rogue. When the wood box is used and cement-coated 
nails are applied in its construction, it requires chisel, 
hatchet and other forceful instruments, together with 
much power, to open the box and pilfer the contents.” 

These and other reasons which have been presented 
to the Commission in other briefs are urged as a justifi- 
cation for the Commission to declare in favor of dif- 
ferential rates for goods packed in wooden boxes as 
against those packed in fiber containers. 


BIRMINGHAM HELPS ITSELF 


A conference was recently held in Birmingham, Ala., 
between shippers who are members of the Chamber of 
Commerce and traffic officials of the lines entering Birming- 
ham. Some 40 or 50 persons were present at the con- 
ference, including directors of the Chamber of Commerce, 
leading shippers and traffic managers. It was stated to 
the railroad traffic managers that Birmingham industries 
were suffering from inequalities in freight rates which 
gave concerns in competing cities advantages which Bir 
mingham concerns could not overcome. A reduction of 
freight rates was not asked for primarily, but an adjust- 
ment which would place it upon terms of equality with 
competing cities. 

The matter was taken under advisement by the rail- 
way representatives, who promised to give it careful and 
thorough consideration at a subsequent meeting. This 
was held at Hot Springs, Va., on August 18. Since that 
meeting adjourned a statement signed by representatives 
of the lines entering Birmingham was sent to the Birming- 
ham Chamber of Commerce, in which it was set forth that 
several Birmingham concerns already have been given 
more favorable freight rates on intrastate traffic, and that 
other adjustments are in process of being brought about. 
The railroads for their part ask that other questions, 
such as rates on freight from Ohio River crossings to 
Birmingham and rates on freight from eastern cities, as 
well as the question of the application of the long and 
short haul clause, be not taken to the Interstate Commerce 
Commission by the Birmingham Chamber of Commerce 
until decisions have been handed down by the Commis 
sion on similar points brought up by other southern cities, 
such as Atlanta, for instance. 

The railroad and transportation committee of the 
Birmingham Chamber of Commerce in reply asked the 
railroads whether Birmingham is to understand that that 
city will share in any benefits resulting from decisions 
in the matters already before the Interstate Commerce 
Commission, without further action on the part of Bir- 
mingham shippers. This matter is still under considera- 
tion. The Chamber of Commerce feels that by this action, 
especially in intrastate matters, it has made more progress 
for a number of concerns than would have been the case 
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inder a different policy, and it is hopeful of obtaining 
still larger results in the future. 


WESTERN CLASSIFICATION NO. 52. 


Western Classification No. 52 has just been filed with 
the Commission by F. J. Hoffman, agent. This classifi- 
cation is understood to contain no new matter, and was 
issued for the reason that the next meeting of the com- 
mittee is scheduled to be held on the Pacific coast in 
January, and if this classification were not filed, more 
than a year would have elapsed since the filing of the 
rrevious one, it beimg assumed that some months would 
iecessarily be consumed in formulating such action as 
night be taken at the January meeting. It is also under- 
stood that hereafter in case of matters brought up before 
he Western Classification Committee any matter agreed 
ipon between the committee and representatives of ship- 
pers and carriers will form the subject of a separate 
supplement, and consequently it will be understood that 
any matter of classification which is not covered by the 
classification and its supplement has not been so acted 
upon. 


MINNEAPOLIS CLUB TO GROW. 

It was announced to the members of the Traffic Club 
of Minneapolis recently that, by reason of increased ca- 
provided for by enlarging the dining room and 
kitchen, it had been decided to increase the limit of 
membership to 600. It is understood that the number 
named is the limit of membership in the club’s present 
quarters. 


CARRIERS’ ANNOUNCEMENTS 


On September 1 the general agent’s office at Chicago 
of the Denver & Rio Grande and the Western Pacific 
was consolidated with the office of the Missouri Pacific 
and the St. Louis, Iron Mountain & Southern, the Denver 
& Rio Grande and Western Pacific freight department 
being moved in with that of the Missouri Pacific and 
[Iron Mountain, from 234 South Clark street to 112 South 
Clark street. 

All correspondence, rate inquiries and requests for 
information pertaining to traffic to points on or reached 
via the above-named lines, also questions regarding ex- 
port or import traffic via San Francisco, should be ad- 
dressed to W. C. Braley, general agent. 
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RATES ON CALVES FROM TEXAS. 


On May 17, 1913, the Commission ordered a hearing 
as to the propriety of advances stated in the schedules 
of Leland’s Supplement No. 24 to I. C. C. No. 884, and 
the schedules were suspended until September 11. The 
carriers having canceled out the advanced rates, the 
previous order is vacated, and the proceeding of inves- 
tigation is dismissed. 


POSITIONS WANTED OR OPEN 


Wanted—Position as AUDITOR. Fifteen years’ ex- 
perience in railway accounting in all its branches. At 
present employed in that capacity. References as to 
ability and character. Address G-17, Traffic Service Bu- 
reau, Chicago. 


Position Wanted.—Experienced man desires to corre- 


spond with anyone in need of a Traffic man. Fourteen 


years railroad experience and seven years industrial 


traffic manager. Address 0-2, Traffic World, Chicago, LIl. 


Wanted—Man thirty-four years of age, with both 
railroad and industrial experience, desires position in 
CHARGE OF TRAFFIC. Thoroughly qualified by training 
and experience to handle every feature of industrial 
traffic work. Address G. B.-96, Traffic World, Chicago, Ill. 
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=< SPECIAL SERVICE 

Do you require an address? Looking for someone? 
Do you require a special confidential commission exe- 
cuted? Negotiations, Investigations, Settlements, Adjust- 
ments, Purchase of goods or property, Information, pays 
Taxes, Customs or Internal Revenue bills, redeems 
Pawned Articles, secures Steamer or Pullman berths, 
Theater tickets, performing with experience and discre- 
tion any legitimate service. 


FOREIGN EXPRESS 

Consular documents prepared, Drafts collected or 
negotiated, Passports, International licenses and trip- 
tyque for Automobilists, Fast service New York to 

nce and Colonies, Belgium, Switzerland, Spain, Portu- 

gl Greece, Turkey, Russia, Servia, Porto Rico, West 
ndies, Philippine Islands, etc. 
STORAGE WAREHOUSE 

Greater New York, Jersey City and vicinity, advances 
procured, storage arranged any on globe, transfera 
made, carloads distributed an consolidated, Moving, 
Shipping, reaaree Household Goods, Pianos, Works 
of Art, any place, Marino Insurance, Freight Contrac- 
tors, Lighterage. 


‘HUGUENOT EXPRESS, 524 W. 36th St., New York City 
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PERMITS OPENING FLAT 


PREVENTS COPIES GETTING LOST 


Copies Put in or Taken Out in 10 Seconds. 


Single Binder, $1.25, Holds Three Months 


Special Design Made Exclusively for Us. 
Two Binders, $2.25, Holds Six Months 


Four Binders, $4.00, Holds One Year 
WE PAY DELIVERY CHARGES 
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Hand book of ior. ISSUED 


Railroad Expenses 
By J. Shirley Eaton 


Formerly Statistician Lehigh Valley Railroad 
659 pages, 5x7, flexible leather, $3.00 (12/6) net, postpaid 


An analytic presentation of railroad expenses based 
on the classification in force by the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission. It includes: 


I. An elaborate dictionary of expenses; 


_IL. A consolidated index of the rulings of the Com- 
mission for clarifying expenses; and 


III. The texts of the Commission’s classifications of 
capital, income, expense and outside operations, dis- 
bursements and of revenue and of statistical units, to- 
gether with the official balance sheet revised to date. 


Mr. Eaton has long been a recognized authority. 
His book should be especially valuable to railroad ex- 
ecutives, accountants, and to investors in railroad se- 
curities. 


THE CHAPTER HEADS ARE: 


The Capital and Income Accounts. 
Maintenance of Way and Structures. 
Maintenance of Equipment. 

Traffic Expenses. 

Transportation. 

General Expenses. 

Outside Operations. 

Additions and Betterments. 


Order Today from 
The Traffic World, 418 S. Market St., Chicago 


Type A—$3.50 


How many waste motions are 
made in fastening papers together? 

What is the loss in time, and 
what is the actual cost and waste 
per month at a single desk, when 
ordinary clips are used ? 

We have experimented, and know the 
costs are so large that they prove that the 
savings from introduction of a device that 


will fasten the paper with one motion and no additional cost for ma- 
terial, will more than pay for the fastener in a few weeks. 


Insert Papers—Slap 
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Efficiency In F iling 


Type B—$3.50 
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Federal Regulation of Railway Rates, by Albert N. 
Merritt. A careful presentation of the economic princi- 
ples in this complex problem and a plan for the equitable 
control of rates. 


Its arrangement and use of facts are sufficiently free 
from technicalities to make it readable by every one 
interested in the question. Price $1.10. 


Ship Subsidies, by Walter T. Dunmore. A book to be 
read by everyone interested in the revival of American 
shipping. Contains much of historical value and interest 
relative to the rise and fall of the American merchant 


marine. Price, $1.10. 


Freight Classification, a study of the underlying prin- 
ciples, by J. F. Strombeck. A work giving a clear and 
concise exposition of the principles governing the classi- 
fication of freight shipments, and therefore valuable alike 


to the shipper and to the student of traffic. Price, $1.10. 


Waterways versus Railways, by Harold G. Moulton. 
A carefully written book which the champions of water- 
ways must reckon with, owing to its careful discussion 
of relative cost and value of waterways and railways. 


Price, $2.16. 


For sale by the Traffic Service Bureau, 418 So. Mar- 


ket St., Chicago, II. 








Try one yourself—stop fussing with messy clips or pins, that clutter up the desk and are always getting out of 
stock. Get this handy, well-built machine, and use one direct motion instead of three or four. Save time and temper. 


Order one now, and get the benefit yourself, and you can see how much of your clerks’ time you 


can save by equipping your office. 
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Cuts a hinged tongue from the paper itself, 
Bends it back and inserts it in slot, 
Where it locks securely. 
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Avoid misrouting delays and heavy trucking 
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of such class as will 
attract attention 


WE will gladly suggest, plan or 

compile folders, booklets or any 
printing required at reasonable cost. 
Estimates cheerfully furnished. Write 
us regarding any of your requirements 
in our line when next in need. We 
have night and day service — linotype 
and monotype composing machines — 
full up-to-date bindery and printing 
equipment. 


The Blakely Printing Co. 


418-430 So. Market St.,. CHICAGO 
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WORLD 


Free Commercial Service 


The Traffic World has 


been impressed with the dif- 
ficulties which confront the man 
called upon to make an investiga- 
tion of technical problems involv- 
ing the possible purchase of equip- 
ment or supplies which will add to 
the efficiency of the traffic or 
transportation department. 


It often happens that some one 
firm may have just the device, or 
information needed, but throu 
being unknown to the person ite 
ing the search, his inquiries will 
never receive a satisfactory answer. 


The Short Haul Department will 
answer many such questions as 
naturally arise. The advertising 
pages will answer others. But we 
are now prepared to supply the 
demand for 


A Broader Service--Free 


The Traffic World will endeavor 
to put any person who places an 
inquiry with this department, under 
his business letterhead, in touch 
with individuals or firms best able 
to answer questions on the follow- 
ing subjects: 


Motor Truck Transportation 

Freight Handling Appliances and Methods 
Packing Materials and Methods 

Location of Industries 

Handling of Export Shipments 

Warehousing, F orwarding and Customs Brokerage 
Office Equipment and Methods 


This service will be conducted promptly, 
along broad lines, and absolutely without 
bias of any sort. Simply address an inquiry 
to The Traffic World, which is the natural 
clearing house for information on these sub- 
jects, and let us do the searching. 
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Rail and Water, Carefully Analyzed; McPherson 1 
When Railroads Were New—A History of the Early Railroads of the 
Country and of the Men Who Built Them; Carter 
Studies in Rate Construction —Just out—Curran 
Commission Regulation of Public Utilities—A compilation and analysis of 
State and Interstate Public Utility Laws — National Civic Federation 8.50 
Interstate Transportation, Covering All Phases of the Subject, both 
Legal and Practical; Barnes 
Railroad Traffic and Rates—The Development of Rate-Making, and the 
Keeping of Freight and Passenger Records, Carefully Treated; John- 
son and Huebner 5 .42 
Regulation Valuation and Depreciation of Public Utilities—Wyer.... 5.00 
Pierce’s Digest—Covering the Period from February 4, 1887, to January 
1, 1908; E. B. Pierce 
Lust & Merriam’s Digest—Covering the period from January 1, 1908, 
to July 1, 1912.. 
Proceedings 23rd Annual Convention National Association of Railway 
Commissioners, including all State Laws Regulating Public Utilities. . : 50 
Proceedings 24th Annual Convention 1.00 
Problems in Railway Legislation—Haines .. 
Compensation for eae a0 to ———* New) 2 V olumes, 1670 pages 
—Boyd—.. 
Moore on Carriers hak ‘Practical Treatise ( on ‘the Law ‘of Carriers of Goods, 
Passengers, Live Stock, ete.; D. C. Moore 
Nellis on Street Railways—1911 Edition. An Up-to-date Treatise on 
the Laws Relating to Street Railways 
American Electrical Cases—Completely Covering 35 Years, with Annota- 
tions and Cross-references—9 volumes 54 
Street Railway Reports—Gives the Decisions in the Federal and Courts 
of Last Resort of All the States, from April 1, 1903, to 1906 
The above, continued, two volumes per year. Per volume 5 .00 
Railroad Administration—With Numerous Charts and Folders; Morris. 2.15 
American Railway Transportation—A Hand-book of Information Upon 
All Phases of Railroading; Johnson 1 
The American Transportation Question—Rates, Service, Financial Re- 
turn, Valuation, Efficiency, Discrimination, etc., Analyzed; Dunn... 
Lowrey’s Map of Chicago Switching District 
Ocean and Inland Water Transportation—Johnson 
Elements of Transportation—Johnson 
Railroad Reorganization—Daggett 


If you don’t see what you want or if you wish more detailed information write us 
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Directory of Attorneys 


Practicing before the Interstate Commerce Commission 


Charles Conradis 


Practices befcre the 
Interstate Commerce Commission 
418-430 South Market St., Chicago 
506-7-8-9-10 Colorado Bldg., Washington, D. C. 


John B. Daish 


Interstate Commerce cases only 
.410 Security Trust Bldg., Chicago 
602-606 Hibbs Bldg., Washington, D. C. 


Walter E. Mc Cornack 


Formerly attorney for Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion; Counselor at Law 


Suite 956 First National Bank Bldg., 
Chicago, Ill. 


Cc. D. Chamberlin 


Attorney at Law, Commerce Counsel for the 
National Petroleum Association 
Rose Bldg., Cleveland, Ohio 


Richard J. Donovan 


Counselor at Law; Preparation of cases and trials 
of cases before the Interstate Commerce Commission 
a specialty; Experts on railroad tariffs furnished; 
Correspondence invited. 

233 Broadway, New York 


Emerson Bentley 


Attorney at Law; Special attention to commerce 
practice before the Interstate Commerce Commission 
and Railroad Commission of Louisiana. 

201-203 First National Bank Building, Shreveport, La. 


H. Earlton Hanes 


Attorney and Counselor at Law, 


418 and 419 Colorado Bldg., 
Washington, D. C. 


H. R. Small 


Practices before the Interstate Commerce Commission 


1605-14 Pierce Bldg., St. Louis, Mo. 


Belt & Graves 


Attorneys at Law; practice before Interstate Com- 
merce Commission and all Courts 


810-814 Times Bldg., St. Louis, Mo. 


Watson & Abernethy 


Attorneys at Law. Specialists in Interstate Com- 
merce Cases. 


B. G. Dahlberg 


Commerce Expert. 


Pioneer Building. St. Paul, Minn. 


Hal H. Smith 


(Beaumont, Smith & Harris) 


Practices before Interstate Commerce Commission, 
1123-28 Ford Bldg., Detroit, Mich. 


Littleford, James, Ballard & Frost 


Francis B. James (Commerce Counsel and Attor- 
ney and Counselor at Law), in charge of Washing- 
ton office, where E. E. Williamson (Transportation 
Expert and Statistician) is associated. ’ 

805-6-7-8 Westory Bldg., Washington, D. C. 
First National Bank Bldg., Cincinnati, O. 


Jean Paul Muller 


Formerly with I. C. C. and Dept. of Justice as 
Expert Acct. and Spcl. Asst. U. S. Atty. Specialty: 
Financial and Operating Analyses, Cost of Service 
Tests and Comparisons in Interstate and Intrastate 
Rate Litigation. 

420-424 Woodward Bldg., Washington, D. C. 


WILLIAM C. COWLING 


Attorney at Law and Commerce Counsel. Spe- 
cial attention given to rate and interstate com- 
merce cases. Competent corps of traffic experts 
in connection with both offices. 

1107-10 Chamber of Commerce Bldg., Detroit, Mich. 
526-28 Wells Bldg., Milwaukee, Wis. 


BORDERS, WALTER & BURCHMORE 


555-561 Rookery, CHICAGO 


M. W. Borders 


CORPORATION, INSURANCE 
AND ANTI-TRUST LAWS 


Luther M. Walter 


Formerly Attorneys for Interstate Commerce Commission 
ALL MATTERS AFFECTING CARRIERS AND PUBLIC UTILITIES 


John S. Burchmore 


As a Friend of THE TRAFFIC WORLD, please Mention the paper in writing to advertisers. 
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EXPORT BUSINESS 


Most manufacturers are waking up to the fact that this is an important ome 
and are reaching out for such trade. A competent Forwarding Agent can 

of material assistance to manufacturers. 
We quote rates of Freight and Marine Insurance to all places abroad and shall 
gladly answer inquiries respecting ‘Consular Regulations, Customs Duty, etc. 


G. W. SHELDON & CO., Chicago, New York, London, Liverpool, Paris, Havre, Boulogne-Sur-Mer 
Directory of Transfer Agents, Freight Forwarders, Warehouseman, Custom House Brokers, etc. 


Huguenot Express Co. 
NEW YORK, N. Y. 
Prone 839 Greeley. For- 


624 West Thirty-sixth St. 
warders, truckmen for all 


and distribution. 


Judson Freight Forwarding Co., Inc. 


CHICAGO, ILL. 


448 Marquette Bldg. Carload distribution to all rail- 
roads at Chicago without teams; L. C. L. shipments of 
machinery forwarded at reduced rates to all principal 


western and Pacific Coast points. 


The Reading Truck Co. 


DETROIT, MICH. 

Sixth and 
for the Wabash and Canadian 

the Anchor Line steamers. 5S 


Merchandise delivered as orde 


lines; bulk 
out of town a specialty; up-to-date facilities for storage 


Congress Sts. Authorized a ore agents 
Pacific rail 


pecial ettention given to 
Sietripution of carload > ag two or more parties. 


shipments from 
phone No. 683. 


ways and for 


LEADING COMMERCIAL AND TRAFFIC ORGANIZATIONS 


The National Industrial Traffic League. 
Object—The object of this league is 
to interchange ideas concerning traffic 
matters, to co-operate with the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission, state rail- 
road commissions and transportation 
companies in promoting and securing 
better understanding by the public and 
the state and national governments of 
the needs of the traffic world; to secure 
proper legislation where deemed neces- 
sary, and the modification of present 
laws where considered harmful to the 
free interchange of commerce; with the 
view to advance fair dealing and to 
promote, conserve and protect the com- 
mercial and transportation interests. 

Headquarters. Tacoma Bldg., 5 North 

La Salle St., Chicago. 


Officers. 


J. M. Belleville, President, 
G. FP. A., Pittsburgh Plate Glass Co., 
Pittsburgh, Pa. 
H. G. Wilson, Vice-President, 
Comm’r, Transportation Bureau of 
Commercial Club, Kansas City, Mo. 
Oscar F. Bell, Secretary-Treasurer, 
T. M. Crane Co., 836 South Michigan 
Ave., Chicago, Ill. 
David P. Chindblom, Assistant Secretary 
5 North La Salle St., Chicago. 


National Implement and Vehicle Associa- 


tion. J. Evans, Freight Traf. Mgr., 
American Trust Bidg., Chicago, Ill. 


Northern Pine Manufacturers’ Associa- 
tion. H. S. Childs, Secy., Minneapolis. 
Sterling 
Manufacturers’ and Shippers’ 
Association. 


In charge of traffic industries located 
at Sterling and Rock Falls, IL. 
Ww. ; s President 
+ ‘ Vice-President 
W. J. Secretary-Treasurer 
Ww. ; Traffic Manager 


Business Men’s League. P. W. Coyle, 
Comm ’r, 614 Bank of Commerce Bidg., 
St. Louis. 


The Memphis Freight Bureau. L. R. 
Donelson, Pres.; W. G. Thomas, Vice- 
Pres.; James S, Davant, Commissioner, 
Memphis, Tenn. 


TRAFFIC CLUBS 


National Federation of Traffic and Trans- 
portation Clubs. J. V. Zartman, Pres.; 
Carl K. Landes, Secy. 

The ae Transportation Association. 
Ray F lark, Pres.; H. E. MacNiven, 
Secy. 

The Traffic Club of New York. A. F. 
Mack, Pres.; C. A. Swope, Secy. 

Brooklyn Traffic Club (Inc.). H. L. Wil- 
lard, Pres,; C. L Darey, Secy. 

The Spokane Transportation Club. Chas. 
W. Colby, Pres. 

The Traffic Club of Chicago. Guy S. 
McCabe, Pres.; W. H. Wharton, ocr. 
The Traffic Club of Dallas, Tex. T. E. 
Jackson, Pres.; G. S. Maxwell, Secy. 
The Traffic Club of Philadelphia. Harry 
Billings, Pres.; W. Summerfield, 

Secy. 

The Traffic Club of St. Louis, Clarence 
H. Howard, Pres.; A. F. Versen, Secy.- 
Treas. 

The Traffic cates of Pittsburgh. E. C. 
Sattley, Pres.; D. L. Wells, Secy. 

The Transportation Club of ..s olis, 
S. S. Shambaugh, Pres.; tone, 


Secy. 


350-356 Seneca St. 
ing, handling, transferring and forwarding goods. fele- 


Buffalo Storage & Carting Co. 


BUFFALO, N., Y. 
“Unsurpassed facilities” for ster- 


Louisville Public Warehouse Co., Inc. 


LOUISVILLE, KY. 


Import and export freight contractors, transfer and 
reshipping agents, custom house brokers. 
free warehouses. 


Bonded and 


Ashley Warehouse Co. 


ST. LOUIS, MO, 


Bonded and general storage. Drayage facilities. Care 
promptly handled. Custom house entries attended te. 
Insurance, 18c. Track eonnections. 


The Traffic Club of New England ee: 
ton. TT. E. Byrnes, Pres.; Cc. 
Brown, Secy. 

The Transportation Club of Cincinnati. 
C. W. Poysell, Pres.; J. H. Anderson, 
Secy. 

The Transportation Club of Louisville. 
E. L. Roederer, Pres.; S. J. McBride, 
Secy. 

The Transportation Club of Toledo. W. 
C. Thoms, Pres.; J. S. Marks, Secy, 
The Traffic Club of Newark. John T. 

Rogers, Pres.; J. R. Cooke, Secy. 

The Traffic Club of Seattle. Roger D. 
Pinneo, Pres.; P. B, Miller, Secy. 

The Transportation Club of Detroit, Mich. 
Sidney A. Jones, Pres.; W. R, Hurley, 
Secy. 

Transportation Club of San Francisco, J. 
Burgin, Pres.; Theo. H. Jacobs, 

ecy 

The Railroad Club of Kansas City, Mo. 
‘ N. Stroud, Pres.; Claude Manlove, 

ecy. 

The Traffic and Transportation Club of 
Birmingham. A. W. Carey, Pres.; H. 
H. Knight, Secy 

The Traffic Club of Minneapolis. F. E. 
Pool, Pres.; F. B. Rowley, Secy. 

Salt Lake Transportation Club. C. J. 
MeNitt, Pres.; R. EB. Rowland, Secy. 
Traffic Club of Milwaukee. Wm, P. 
O’Connor, Pres.; C. C. Lioyd, Secy. 
Transportation Club of Lima, O. Lloyd 
P. Sherrick, Pres.; D. L. Rupert, Secy.- 

Treas. 

Grand Rapids Traffic Club, Grand Rapids, 
Mich. Chas. H. Lilley, Pres.; James 
Bale, Secy. 

Tranepertation Club of Peoria. R. M. 
Field, Pres.; A. S. Howells, Secy. 

Traffic Club of Cleveland. D. F..Hurd, 
Pres.; W. V. =, Secy. 

Traffic Club of = Edwin H. Bre- 
villier, Pres.: Ww. *iemann, Secy 

Los Angeles traffic Association, Los An- 
geles, Cal. E. S. Blair, Pres. ; ae 
Cline, Secy.-Treas. 
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Studies in 
Rate Construction 


A New Book 
Compiled by John P. Curran, LL.B. 


One of the Best Rate Experts 
in the Country 


An Invaluable Treatise on the Construction of 


Class Rates 


SHOWING BASIS FOR 

All rail, rail and lake, rail and ocean, ocean 
and rail, lake and rail and canal, lake and rail 
rates from Trunk Line to C. F. A. territory, 
between points in Trunk Line territory, from 
C.F. A. to North Atlantic ports and eastern 
interior points, from Atlantic Seaboard terri- 
tory to Southwestern Tariff Committee ter- 
ritory, etc., etc. 

Giving outlines of the different territories, 
groupings of stations, and differential bases. 

Compiled from official sources and authen- 
tic in every particular. 


350 pages printed on good paper, substantially bound 
in cloth 


Price, $5.00 delivered 
FOR SALE BY 


The Traffic Service Bureau 


418 So. Market St. 508 Colorado Bldg. 
CHICAGO WASHINGTON, D. C. 
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